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Luna, 9 ° die Februarii, 1863 . 



Members appointed by Mr. Speaker’s Warrant to serve on tbe General Committee of 
Elections for 1863 : — 



Sir Francing Baring. 
Mr. Walpole. 

Mr. Herbert. 



Sir William Miles. 
Mr. Ker Seymer. 
Mr. Bonham-Carter. 



Jovis, 16 ° die Aprilis, 1863 . 



Ordered, That it be referred to the General Committee of Elections to inquire into 
the circumstances under which the Document withdrawing the Petition complaining of an 
w' n- 0 ^ T°! :ion J xn( * Return for the Borough of Lisburn, was signed by the Petitioners, 
William John Knox and Moses Bullick; and whether such Document constitutes a with- 
drawal of such Petition under the Election Petitions Act (1848), and to report their 
Opinion to the House. 



Veneris, 8 * die Mail, 1 863 . 



Ordered, That the Committee have power to report Observations, together with the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before them, to The House. 



REPORT - - . . 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE 
MINUTES OF EVIDENCE 
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REPORT. 



THE GENERAL COMMITTEE of ELECTIONS to whom it was referred 
to inquire into the circumstances under which the Document withdraw- 
ing the Petition complaining of an undue Election and Return for 
the Borough of Lisburn was signed by the Petitioners, William John 
Knox and Moses Bullick ; and whether such Document constitutes a 
withdrawal of such Petition under the Election Petitions Act, 1848, and 

to Report their Opinion to the House ; Have considered the Matters 

to them referred, and have agreed to the following REPORT : — 

An Election for the Borough of Lisburn took place on the 21st of February 
last. 

Shortly after that election, communications passed between Mr. Alexander 
M‘Cann, of Lisburn, on the part of certain electors, and Mr. James Hamilton 
Moore, solicitor, of Dublin, with a view to the prosecution of a Petition against 
the return of John Dogherty Barbour, Esq., the sitting Member. 

In pursuance of arrangements then made, Mr. Moore attended a meeting of 
electors at Lisburn, on the 9th of March, at which meeting a Petition was 
adopted ; certain electors signing a copy of the Petition ; and two electors, 
William John Knox and Moses Bullick, being nominated to sign the Petition 
for presentation to the House. The said two electors did so sign the Petition. 

On the same occasion Mr. Moore explained to the meeting that it would be 
desirable to have a form of withdrawal in duplicate of the Petition signed by 
the Petitioners, to be used if the Petition should become no longer necessary 
by the retirement of Mr. Barbour ; or if they should fail in getting evidence to 
establish their case. 

These forms of withdrawal were entrusted to Alexander M'Cann, who, 
on the next day, obtained the signatures of William Knox and Joseph Bullick, 
and returned them to Mr. Moore. 

On the 11th March the Election Petition adopted as above was presented to 
the House, signed by William John Knox and Moses Bullick. 

On the morning of the 24th of March, Alexander M‘Cann, who had previously 
taken an active part in getting up evidence for the Petition, induced the said 
William John Knox and Moses Bullick to sign the following Document : 

“ To the Most Honourable the Commoners of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, in this present Parliament assembled, and to the 
Speaker thereof : — 

“ Whereas we, the undersigned William John Knox and Moses Bullick, both 
of Lisburn, in the county of Antrim, being two of the electors of the borough 
of Lisburn, have presented a Petition to your Honourable House against the 
election and return of John Dogherty Barbour, Esq., m. p., for said borough of 
Lisburn, praying that the election and return of said John Dogherty Barbour 
for said borough may be declared null and void, on the grounds of bribery, 
intimidation, undue influence, &c. : 

246. a 2 “ Now 



Q- 544-550. 



Q. 554 et seg. 
Q- 515- 



Q- 5 1 4> 515- 
503-509 et seq. 



Q. 32, 33- 668. 
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“ Now we, the said William John Knox and Moses Bullick, the Petitioners'" 
aforesaid, do hereby give you notice that it is not our intention to prosecute the 
said Petition, or to proceed further with the same, as against said John Dogherty 
Barbour, Esq • and we do hereby withdraw the same accordingly; and 
request your Honourable House not to take any further steps in the matter of 
said Petition but to permit the said John D. Barbour to hold and retain his 
seat in your Honourable House, as the duly elected Member of Parliament for 
the said borough of Lisburn. 

“ Gl ™ n under our hands, at Lisburn aforesaid, this 24th day of March 



c Witness present, 

Alex. M‘Cann.” 



c William John Knox. 
“ Moses Bullick.” 



Q- 32, 33* 



The evidence as to the circumstances under which these signatures were 
obtained is very contradictory. Knox and Bullick assert, in the most positive 
terms, that they only signed the paper in consequence of their confidence in 
M Gann ; that they did not know it contained a withdrawal of the Petition 
Q. 688. 706 non „ th f never read or explained to them. The evidence of Knox is 

1 7 7 ' supported by his wife, who was present during the whole time of the interview 

between her husband and M £ Cann. James Vernon, who says he heard nearly 
all that passed between Bullick and M £ Cann on the same occasion, confirms his 
statement as to what passed during the time that he was present. 



Alexander M‘Cann, on the other hand, as strenuously maintains, that he not 
only fully explained the nature of the document to both, but that William 
Knox actually read the paper in his own house. 

Immediately after parting with M £ Cann, Knox and Bullick sought for an inter 
view with Mr. Barbour, senior, father to the sitting Member, through the inter- 
vention of Thomas Wilson (assistant clerk to the petty sessions at Lisburn) for 
the -purpose, as they state, of warning Mr. Barbour against M‘Cann. Mr. Barbour 
at first refused to see them, hut was subsequently induced to make an appointment 
with them at a certain place on the road between his own house and Lisburn. 
Knox did not appear, but Mr. Barbour asserts that Bullick informed him that 
he and Knox had signed a withdrawal of the Petition ; and this evidence is 
corroborated by Thomas Wilson, who was present during the interview, and 
who states that he made a memorandum of the conversation immediatel"’affer 
it took place. 3 

Under these circumstances, Your Committee are of opinion that Knox and 
Bullick were, to some extent, aware of the nature of the document which they 
had signed. 3 

Alexander M £ Cann had, in the meantime, gone to Belfast with the document 
in his possession. 

On the afternoon of the same day (24th March) Moses Bullick and William 
Knox communicated to Mr. Waring, their solicitor in Lisburn, that they had 
signed a document for Alexander M‘Cann on that morning, and, at Mr Waring’s 
suggestion, they proceeded to Belfast, accompanied by William Segrave, clerk 
to Mr. \\ tiring, ‘or the purpose, as they state, of seeing or getting possession of 
the document. I he parties met in a public-house; M £ Cann refused to read 
the document in the presence of Segrave, but offered to do so in a room 
up -stairs. An altercation then took place in an upper room, William Knox and 
Moses Bullick endeavouring to obtain possession of the paper, Alexander 
M Cann refusing to allow it out of his hand. It was either entirely or partially 
read by M Cann, but remained in his possession, and he distinctly admits 
Q. 612-615 etseq. having decl.ned to give it up, although he had originally received it from them 
as their agent. 

Bullick, Knox, and Segrave returned to Lisburn the same evening, and the 
following document, called a disclaimer, on behalf of the Petitioners, was drawn 
up under the instructions of Mr. Waring, and forwarded to Dublin to 
Mr. Moore : 



Q. 6io. 



Q. 85, et seq. 
Q. 573, et seq. 



Q. 577- 



Q. 589. 



Q. 611. 



Q. 405. 
Q. 46-47. 



Q- 54, 55- 



£ House 
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WITHDRAWAL OF THE LISBURN ELECTION PETITION. 



“ House of Commons. 

“ Borough of Lisburn Election, 21st February 1863. 

“ In the Matter of the Petition of William John Knox and Moses Bullick, 
two of the Electors of the said Borough, against the Return of John 
Dogherty Barbour, Esq. 

“ Whereas we, the undersigned electors, presented our Petition against the 
Return of said John Dogherty Barbour for the reasons in said Petition assigned; 
and whereas a certain person of the name of Alexander M‘Cann, representing 
himself as a clerk or agent of James Hamilton Moore, our solicitor, upon this 
day produced a certain document, purporting to be under the 8th section of 
the Elections Petition Act, 1848, and to be a withdrawal of said Petition under 
said section, and which, in ignorance of its nature, and placing implicit reliance 
in said Alexander M‘Cann, we signed ; and having subsequently apprised our 
local agent and solicitor, Lucas Waring, of this town, of what we had done, he 
thereupon sent William Segrave, his clerk, to Belfast, where said Alexander 
M ‘Cann went soon after the signing of said document, for said document, in 
order to see the nature and purport thereof, and which said Alexander M'Cann 
refused to show to said William Segrave ; and when we (who were present at 
the time of said demand) required the said Alexander M‘Cann to show to us 
said document, in order that we might read and fully comprehend the same, 
he refused to do so. 

“ Now we hereby utterly disclaim our knowledge of the contents, nature, or 
effect of the same, and that if same (when presented to your Honourable House) 
shall prove to be an abandonment of said Petition by us, that same has been 
extracted from us through error and ignorance of the contents and effect 
thereof, and we utterly renounce the same, and any intention whatever on our 
part to relinquish said Petition ; but, on the contrary thereof, intend to prosecute 
the same pursuant to the recognizance duly entered into and filed in the olfice 
of the Clerk of Recognizances of your Honourable House, under the provisions 
of said recited Act. 

“ Dated this 24th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1863. 

“ William John Knox. 

“ Moses Bullick.” 

“To the Right Honourable John Evelyn Denison, 

Speaker of the House of Commons.” 

On the 25th of March Mr. Moore forwarded the document to his Parliamentary 
Agent, Mr. Spofforth, and by him it was lodged with the Speaker’s Secretary on 
the 26th. 

On the 26th of March, Alexander M'Cann received from Mr. Moore a 
letter complaining of his act, informing him that the above disclaimer had been 
forwarded to the Londun agents, and concluding with the following words, “ I 
will expect you to hand me the paper on my arrival in Lisburn.” 

On the 15th of April, M ‘Can n delivered to the Speaker the following letter, 
together with the document he had obtained, as before described, on the 24th 
of March, from William Knox and Moses Bullick, but he gave no notice of such 
withdrawal in writing under his hand to the sitting Member or his Agent, as 
required by the 8th section of 1 1 & 12 Viet. c. 98. 



“London, 15 April 1863. 

“ To the Right Honourable The Speaker of the House of Commons. 

“ Sir, 

“ Being the person who caused the Petition to be presented against the 
Return of John D. Barbour, Esquire, m.p. for the borough of Lisburn, I have 
now the honour and pleasure of handing to you a withdrawal of the same ; and 
respectfully request that you will be so good as to take such further steps, upon 
a 3 receipt 



Q. 567. 



Q. 567 . 



Q.631, 632. 675. 
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vi REPORT : — WITHDRAWAL OF LISBURN ELECTION PETITION. 

receipt hereof, as may be necessary, in order that such Petition may be finally 
withdrawn accordingly. 

“ I have the honour to be, 

“ Sir, 

“ Your most obedient servant, 

“ Alex. M‘Cann, of Lisburn.” 

Taking into consideration the admitted facts that William Knox and Moses 
Bullick, on the 24th of March, a few hours after signing the notice of with- 
drawal, demanded from Alexander M‘Cann the return of that document while it 
was still in his possession : That on the same day they signed a formal dis- 
claimer of that withdrawal : That on the 26th of March Mr. Moore made a 
further demand by letter for the surrender of the withdrawal : That M‘Cann was 
informed at the same time, that the disclaimer had been forwarded to the Par- 
liamentary Agents : That such disclaimer was lodged with the Speaker several 
days previous to the presentation of the notice of withdrawal : — Your Committee 
are unanimously of opinion that the document withdrawing the Petition com- 
plaining of an undue election and return for the Borough of Lisburn, and 
delivered to the Speaker by Alexander M'Cann, does not constitute a withdrawal 
of the Petition under the Election Petitions Act (1848). 

8 May 1863. 



PROCEEDINGS 
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[ vii ] 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 



Martis, 21° die Aprilis, 1863. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Mr. Herbert, in the Chair. 

Mr. Bonham-Carter. I Mr. Ker Seymer. 

Sir J. Baring. Sir W. Miles. 

Mr. Walpole. 

The order of reference of the House, was read as follows : — 

. Ordered, That it be referred to the General Committee of Elections, to inquire into the 
circumstances under which the Document withdrawing the Petition complaining of an 
undue election and return for the Borough of Lisburn, was signed by the Petitioners, 
William John Knox and Moses Bullick, and whether such document constitutes a with- 
drawal of such Petition under the Election Petitions Act (1848), and to report their 
opinion to the House : — Power to send for Persons, Papers, and records. 

The Committee deliberated. 

Ordered, That William John Knox, Marianne Knox, Moses Bullick, James Vernon 
Lucas Waring, William Segrave, J. Hamilton Moore, and Alexander M ( Cann, do attend 
this Committee on Wednesday, the 29th inst., at 11 o’clock. 

[Adjourned to Wednesday, the 29th instant, at Eleven o’clock. 



Mercurii, 29° die Aprilis, 1863. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 

Mr. Herbert, in the Chair. 

Mr. Ker Seymer. 
Sir W. Miles. 



The Committee proceeded with the inquiry into the Lisburn Election Petition with- 
drawal. 

Moses Bullick, William John Knox, William Segrave and James Hamilton Moore, were 
severally called in, and examined. 

In the course of the examination, Mr. M‘Cann having, through the Committee, proposed 
to put some questions to Mr. Moore relative to their respective positions in regard of 
agency to the Petitioners, and having also proposed to read certain letters from Mr. Moore 
to himseli, 

Mr. Moore objected to the course proposed to be taken. 

The room was cleared. 

t( Committee deliberated, and the Chairman was instructed to inform the Parties, 
lhat the Committee desire to limit the examination strictly to the matters referred to 
246, a 4 them. 



Mr. Bonham-Carter. 
Sir F. Baring. 

Mr. Walpole. 
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them, and to those alone ; and they think it unnecessary, at least for the present, to go into 
the question as to the relative positions of Mr. M‘Cann and Mr. Moore.” 

The Parties were called in, and informed accordingly. 

The examination of Mr. Moore was resumed. 

William Barbour, Thomas Wilson, and Alexander M‘ Cann, were severally called in, and 
examined. 

[Adjourned to Wednesday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



Mercurii, 6 ° die Mail, 1863 . 



MEMBER8 PRESENT : 

Mr. Herbert, in the Chair. 

Mr. Bonham- Carter. I Mr. Walpole. 

Sir Francis Baring. } Mr. Ker Seymer. 

Mr. Spofforth, as Agent for the Petitioner, applied to the Committee for permission to 
bring before them as witnesses Marianne Knox, wife of William John Knox, and James 
V ernon. 

The Committee called in and examined Marianne Knox and James Vernon. 

Mr. Wyatt, on behalf of Mr. Barbour, the sitting Member, applied to the Committee to 
be permitted to produce some additional witnesses before the Committee ; and the Com- 
mittee haying asked Mr. Wyatt whether any of the witnesses to whom he referred were 
present either at the meetings at Lisburn when the signatures were procured to the 
withdrawal, or at Belfast when the return of the withdrawal was demanded by the Pe- 
titioners, and Mr. Wyatt having replied in the negative: 

The room was cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

The Chairman laid before the Committee the following letter from Mr. M'Cann : — 

“ Parliament-street, Westminster, 6 May 1863. 

“ To the Chairman of the Lisburn Election Committee. 

u Sir, 

“ Owing to the Committee having separated rather unexpectedly on this day week, I 
was thereby disappointed in placing before you some other letters from Mr. Moore to me, 
which I had intended doing previous to the Committee adjourning. 

“ May 1 therefore now most respectfully request that you will be so good as to receive 
the enclosed letters as evidence on my behalf, and which will, I humbly submit, prove to 
you. that Mr. Moore was not employed by any person except myself in the matter of the 
Petition ; that he relied entirely on me getting up a case in support of it; and that he had 
no clients to whom he could look for payment for his services, but on the contrary, that he 
relied solely on getting his costs and expenses from the Conservative Club, as his letters, 
dated respectively the 18th, 2l6t, and 24th of March, and 4th of April fully prove. 

“ In his three letters to me of 3d of March, and 3d and 4th of April, Mr. Moore never 
alluded to the ‘ withdrawal,’ which he well knew I had in my possession from the 24th of 
March previously. 

“ I hope and respectfully request that inasmuch as I have acted in this matter without 
the advice or assistance of any professional gentleman, you will therefore, in justice to me, 
be pleased to receive the enclosed letters as evidence on my behalf. 

“ I have, &c. 

“ Alex. M‘ Cann.” 

It was resolved, “ That the Committee will not receive any further Evidence.” 

Parties called in, and informed thereof. 

The room was cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

[Adjourned to Friday, at Twelve o’elock. 
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"WITHDRAW AI< OR THE LISBURN" ELECTION" PETITION. 



Veneris, 8° die Maxi, 1863. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Mr. Herbert, in the Chair. 

Sir W. Miles. I Mr. Bonham-Carter. 

, F. Baring. Mi-. Ker Seymer. 

Mr. Walpole. [ J 



The Committee deliberated. 

A Draft of Report prepared by the Chairman was read 1°, 2°, amended, and agreed to, 
as follows : — ° 



“ The General Committee of Elections to whom it was referred to inquire into 
the circumstances under which the Document withdrawing the Petition complain- 
ing of an undue Election and Return for the Borough of Lisburn was signed by 
the Petitioners, William John Knox and Moses Bullick ; and whether such Docu- 
ment constitutes a withdrawal of such Petition under the Election Petitions Act, 

1848, and to Report their Opinion to the House ; Have considered the Matters 

to them referred, and have agreed to the following Report : — 

<e An Election for the Borough of Lisburn took place on the 21st of February last. 

“ Shortly after that election, communications passed between Mr. Alexander M'Cann, Q. 544-550. 
01 Lisburn, on the part of certain electors, and Mr. James Hamilton Moore, solicitor, of 
Dublin, with a view to the prosecution of a Petition against the return of John Do°"hertv 
Barbour, Esq., the sitting Member. 



"In pursuance of arrangements then made, Mr. Moore attended a meeting of electors 
at Lisburn, on the 9th of March, at which meeting a Petition was adopted ; certain 
electors signing a copy of the Petition; and two electors, William John Knox and Moses 
Bullick, being nominated to sign the Petition for presentation to the House. The said 
two electors did so sign the Petition. 

“ On the same occasion Mr. Moore explained to the meeting that it would be desirable 
t0 t fo ™.°. f withdrawal in duplicate of the Petition signed by the Petitioners, to be 
used it the 1 etition should become no longer necessary by the retirement of Mr. Barbour; 
or if they should fail in getting evidence to establish their case. 

“ These forms of withdrawal were entrusted to Alexander M £ Cann, who, on the next 
day, obtained the signatures of William Knox and Joseph Bullick, and returned them to 
Mr. Moore. 



Q. 554 el seq. 

Q 515- 



Q- 514-515- 



Q- 5°3~509 el seq. 



On the 11th March the Election Petition adopted as above was presented to the 
House, signed by William John Knox and Moses Bullick. 



“ 0n tlle morning of the 24th of March, Alexander M'Cann, who had previously taken 
an active part m getting up evidence for the Petition, induced the said William John 
Knox and Moses Bullick to sign the following Document: 

“ ‘ To Most Honourable the Commoners of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, in this present Parliament assembled, and to the Speaker 
thereof : — 



Whereas we, the undersigned William John Knox and Moses Bullick, both of Lis- 
burn, m the county of Antrim, being two of the electors of the borough of Lisburn, have 
presented a 1 elation to your Honourable House against the election and return of John 
Dogherty Barbour, Esq., M. P., for said borough of Lisburn, praying that the election and 
return of said John Dogherty Barbour for said borough may be declared null and void, on 
tne grounds ot bribery, intimidation, undue influence, &c. ; 

An ‘1 we> the said William John Knox and Moses Bullick, the Petitioners aforesaid, 
do iieieby give you notice that it is not our intention to prosecute the said Petition, or to 
proceed further with the same, as against said John Dogherty Barbour, Esq. ; and we do 
hereby withdraw the same accordingly; and request your Honourable House not to take 
any further steps in the matter of said Petition, but to permit the said John D. Barbour 
to hold and retain his seat m your Honourable House, as the duly elected Member of 
P ariiament for the said borough of Lisburn. 

^^63 n ^ Gr ° Ur ^ ian< ^ S ’ a * Lisburn aforesaid, this 24th day of March 



246. 



' Witness present, 

Alex. M‘Cann,’ 



b 



‘ William John Knox, 
f Moses Bullick,’ 



Q- 32, 33- 
Q. 668. 
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Q. 32-33- 
Q. 688, 706-7. 

Q. 610. 

Q. 85 et seg. 

Q. 573 et seq. 
Q- 577- 

Q. 589. 

Q. 611. 

Q. 46-47- 405- 

Q. 612-615 et seg. 
Q- 54, 55- 



“ The evidence as to the circumstances under which these signatures were obtained is 
very contradictory. Knox and Bullick assert, in the most positive terms, that they only 
signed the paper in consequence of their confidence in M'Cann ; that they did not know 
it contained a withdrawal of the Petition, and that it was never read or explained to them. 
The evidence of Knox is supported by his wife, who was present during the whole time 
of the interview between her husband and M'Cann. James Yernon, who says he heard 
nearly all that passed between Bullick and M'Cann on the same occasion, confirms his 
statement as to what passed during the time that he was present. 

“ Alexander M'Cann, on the other hand, as strenuously maintains, that he not only fully 
explained the nature of the Document to both, but that William Knox actually read the 
paper in his own house. 

'' Immediately after parting with M'Cann, Knox and Bullick sought for an interview 
with Mr. Barbour, senior, father to the Sitting Member, through the intervention of 
Thomas Wilson (assistant clerk to the petty sessions at Lisburn), for the purpose, as they 
state, of warning Mr. Barbour against M‘Cann. Mr. Barbour at first refused to see them, 
but was subseci uently induced to make an appointment with them at a certain place on the 
road between his own house and Lisburn. Knox did not appear, but Mr. Barbour asserts 
that Bullick informed him that he and Knox had signed a withdrawal of the Petition; and 
this evidence is corroborated by Thomas Wilson, who was present during the interview, 
and who states that he made a memorandum of the conversation immediately after it took 
place. 

“ Under these circumstances, Your Committee are of opinion that Knox and Bullick 
were, to some extent, aware of the nature of the document which they had signed. 

" Alexander M'Cann had, in the meantime, gone to Belfast with the document in his 
possession. 

££ On the afternoon of the same day (24th March) Moses Bullick and William Knox 
communicated to Mr. Waring, their solicitor in Lisburn, that they had signed a document 
for Alexander M'Cann on that morning, and, at Mr. Waring’s suggestion, they proceeded 
to Belfast, accompanied by William Segrave, clerk to Mr. Waring, for the purpose, as 
they state, of seeing or getting possession of the document. The parties met in a public- 
house; M'Cann refused to read the document in the presence of Segrave, but offered to 
do so in a room up-stairs. An altercation then took place in an upper x - oom, William Knox 
and Moses Bullick endeavouring to obtain possession of the paper, Alexander M'Cann 
refusing to allow it out of his hand. It was either entirely or partially read by M'Cann, 
but remained in his possession, and he distinctly admits having declined to give it up, 
although he had originally received it from them as their agent. 

“ Bullick, Knox, and Segrave returned to Lisburn the same evening, and the following 
document, called a disclaimer, on behalf of the Petitioners, was drawn up under the 
instructions of Mr. Waring, and forwarded to Dublin to Mr. Moore : 



“ ' House of Commons. 

“ ' Borough of Lisburn Election, 21st February 1863. 

In the matter of the Petition of William John Knox and Moses Bullick two of 
the Electors of the said Borough, against the Return of J ohn Doherty Barbour, 
Esq. 

" ' Whereas we, the undersigned electors, presented our Petition against the Return 
of said John Doherty Barbour for the reasons in said Petition assigned; and whereas a 
certain person of the name of Alexander M'Cann, representing himself as a clerk or agent 
of James Hamilton Moore, our solicitor, upon this day produced a certain document, pur- 
porting to be under the 8th section of the Elections Petition Act 1848, and to be a with- 
drawal of said Petition under said section, and which, in ignorance of its nature, and 
placing implicit reliance in said Alexander M'Cann, we signed ; and having subse- 
quently apprised our local agent and solicitor Lucas Waring, of this town, of what we had 
done, he thereupon sent William Segrave, his clerk, to Belfast, where said Alexander 
M'Cann went soon after the signing of said document, for said document, in order to see 
the nature and purport thereof, and which said Alexander M'Cann refused to show to said 
William Segrave ; and when we (who were present at the time of said demand) required 
the said Alexander M'Cann to show to us said document, in order that we might read and 
fully comprehend the same, he refused to do so. 

“ ' Now we hereby utterly disclaim our knowledge of the contents, nature, or effect of 
the same, and that if same (when presented to your Honourable House) shall prove to be 
an abandonment of said Petition by us, that same has been extracted from us through 
error and ignorance of the contents and effect thereof, and we utterly renounce the same, 
and any intention whatever on our part to relinquish said Petition ; but, on the contrary 
thereof, intend to prosecute the same pursuant to the recognizance duly entered into and 

filed 
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xi 

filed in the office of the Clerk of Recognizances of your Honourable House, under the 
provisions of said recited Act. 

“ ‘ Dated this 24th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1863. 

“‘William John Knox. 

“‘Moses Bullick. 

“‘To the Right Honourable John Evelyn Denison, 

Speaker of the House of Commons.’ ” 

« On the 25th of March Mr. Moore forwarded the document to his Parliamentary Agent, Q. 567. 
Mr . Spoftorth, and by him it was lodged with the Speaker’s Secretary on the 26th. 

“ On the 26th of March, Alexander M‘Cann received from Mr. Moore a letter com- 
plaining of his act, informing him that the above disclaimer had been forwarded to the Q- 567. 
London agents, and concluding with the following words, ‘ I will expect you to hand me 
the paper on my arrival in Lisburn.’ 

“ On the 15th of April, M‘Cann delivered to the Speaker the following letter, together 
with the document he had obtained, as before described, on the 24th of March, from Q. 631, 632, 
William Knox and Moses Bullick, but he gave no notice of such withdrawal in writing 
under his hand to the sitting Member or his Agent, as required by the 8th section of 
11 & 12 Viet. c. 98. 

“ ‘ London, 15 April 1863. 

“ ‘ To the Right Honourable the Speaker of the House of Commons. 

“ ‘ Sir, 

“ ‘ Bein^ the person who caused the Petition to be presented against the Return of J ohn 
D. Barbour, Esquire, m.p. for the borough of Lisburn, I have now the honour and 
pleasure of handing to you a withdrawal of the same ; and respectfully request that you 
will be so good as to take such further steps, upon receipt hereof, as may be necessary, in 
order that such Petition may be finally withdrawn accordingly. 

“ ‘ I have the honour to be, 

“ ‘ Sir, 

“ ‘Your most obedient servant, 

“ ‘ Alex. M‘Cann, of Lisburn.’ 

“ Taking into consideration the admitted facts that William Knox and Moses Bullick, 
on the 24th of March, a few hours after signing the notice of withdrawal, demanded from 
Alexander M‘Cann the return of that document while it was still in his possession : That 
on the same day they signed a formal disclaimer of that withdrawal : That on the 26th of 
March Mr. Moore made a further demand by letter for the surrender of the withdrawal : 

That M‘Cann was informed at the same time, that the disclaimer had been fowarded to 
the Parliamentary Agents : That such disclaimer was lodged with the Speaker several 
days previous to the presentation of the notice of withdrawal: — Your Committee are 
unanimously of opinion that the document withdrawing the Petition complaining of an 
undue election and return for the Borough of Lisburn, and delivered to the Speaker by 
Alexander M‘Cann, does not constitute a withdrawal of the Petition under the Election 
Petitions Act (1848).” 

Ordered, To report, together with the Minutes of Evidence. 



EXPENSES OP WITNESSES. 



NAME 

of 

WITNESS. 


PROFESSION 

Or 

CONDITION. 


whence 

Summoned. 


Number 
Days Absent 

Home under 
Orders 
of Committee. 


Expenses 

of 

Journey to 
London 
and Back. 


Allowance 
Absence from 


TOTAL 
Expenses 
allowed to 
Witness. 










£. s. 


a. 


£■ 


s. d. I 


£■ s. d- 


James Hamilton Moore 


Solicitor - . 


Dublin 


3 


, 5 10 


- 


6 


6 “ 1 


11 16 - 


William John Knox - 
Mary Jane, his Wife - 


Tradesman - --j 

- - - J 


Lisburn - 




7 - 


- 


7 


10 - 


14 10 - 


Moses Bullick - 


Tradesman - 


Lisburn 




3 10 


- 


3 


15 - 


7 5 - 


William Segrave 


Clerk to Solicitor - 


Lisburn 


5 


3 10 


- 


5 


5 - 


8 15 - 


Alexander M'Cann - 


Ditto 




9 




- 


9 


9 - 


9 9 - 


Thomas Wilson - 


Assistant Clerk of 




5 




- 


5 


5 - 


5 5 - 


W. Barbour 


Gentleman - 


Lisburn - 


5 


3 10 


- 


5 


5 - 




James Vernon - 


Tradesman - 


Lisburn 


5 


3 10 


- 


3 


15 - 


7 5 - 


J 








Totai. 




- £• 


73 - - 



246. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




[ xii ] 



LIST OF WITNESSES. 



Mercurii, 29° die Aprilis, 1863. 

Mr. Moses Bullick - 

Mr. William John Knox _______ 

Mr. William Segrave 

Mr. James Hamilton Moore ______ 

Mr. William Barbour ______ 

Thomas Wilson _______ 

Mr. Alexander M £ Cann ______ 

Mercurii, , 6° die Maii, 1863. 
Mrs. Mary Jane Knox _ - _ _ _ _ _ 

Mr. James Vernon ________ 



- P- 1 

p. 8 

- p. 13 

- p. 16 

- p. 19 

- p. 20 

- p. 21 



- p. 26 

- P- 27 
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MINUTES 



0 E E T I D M C E, 



Mercurii, 29° die Aprilis , 1863. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mr. Herbert. 

Sir William Miles. 
Mr. Bonham-Carter. 



Sir Francis Baring. 
Mr. Ker Seymer. 
Mr. Walpole. 



The Bight Honourable H. A. HEBBEBT in the Chair. 



Mr. Moses Bullicic, called in: and Examined. 



1. Chairman.'] You are an elector of the 
borough of Lisburn ? — I am. 

2. Did you sign a petitipn against the return 
of Mr. John Dogherty Barbour? — I did. 

3. At what time was that? — I think it was 
about the 9th ; I am not altogether sure of the 
date; I think that was the day on which the 
petition was signed. 

4. Mr. Walpole.] The 9th of what month? — 
The 9 th of March. 

5. Chairman.] Where did you sign that peti- 
tion? — I signed it in the Committee Boom at 
Mr. Jacob Bannister’s at Lisburn. 

6. Who is Mr. Bannister ? — He is an elector 
of the borough; he keeps a public-house, or 
rather an hotel. 

7. Was that petition presented to the House ? 
— I understood it was. 

8. Mr. Walpole.] From whom did you under- 
stand that? — From our solicitor, Mr. Moore. 

9. Chairman.] Did Mr. Moore prepare the 
petition for you? — Yes, I understood so. 

10. Mr. Walpole.] You say you understood so; 
did you understand so from Mr. Moore him- 
self or from anybody else? — It was Mr. Moore 
that had the petition, and it was I that 
signed it. 

11. Chairman.] Did you at any time state it 
to be your desire to withdraw that petition? — 
No, never ; I never stated it to be my desire to 
withdraw that petition at all; the only time 
when anything was said about doing away with 
the petition was when Mr. Kennedy’s clerk came 
to me on Saturday night, the 21st of March, and 
asked me to take away my name from the 
petition; I said I would not take 100 1. to do so; 
he told me not to mention 100 1., but to mention 
the sum, and the document would be there to 
withdraw the petition ; that was Mr. Kennedy’s 
clerk, the uncle to the present member for 
Lisburn. 

12. What is his name? — Wilson; James Wil- 
son, I think ; but he is a clerk to Mr. Kennedy. 

0 . 68 . 



I said to him also, “ I have no animosity towards 
Mr. Barbour, but I signed that petition on behalf 
of the Committee ; that we were all interested in 
the matter, and that I had signed it along with 
the rest.” I told him that if the majority of the 
Committee thought it better to withdraw the 
petition against Mr. Barbour, I had no objection, 
but that, rather than allow my name to be 
mentioned in a disrespectful, or low manner like 
that, I would blow my brains out with a gun. 
Those were the words I said to him. I. said I 
would not sell the Protestants of Lisburn in such 
a way as that. 

13. Mr. Bonham-Carter.] Do I understand 
you to say that you signed that petition on an ar- 
rangement with the Committee ? — Yes ; and with 
my own consent. 

14. Had you seen the petition before it was 
brought to your house on that occasion? — No; 
the petition was read to me distinctly by Mr. 
Moore, and I signed it. 

15. Were you a member of the Committee? — 
I was in the Committee at the time it was ar- 
ranged. 

16. And you were aware of that arrangement, 
and signed the petition of your own free will ? 

I signed it of my own free will, of course. 

17. Chairman.] Did you sign any other petition 
after that date ? — I had some work doing down at 
Mr. M'Cann’s lodgings ; I had sonic men work- 
ing there, and in the morning at eight o'clock I 
saw Mr. M‘Cann, and he said he was getting up 
evidence. 

18 When was this? — On the 24th of March. 

19. Sir William Miles.] Did you see Mr. 
M £ Cann? — I did; I saw him in the house, and 
he said he had a paper that he required my name 
to, to help him to gain evidence, and he had 
laboured, to the best of my opinion, in getting 
evidence up to unseat Mr. Barbour, and lie seemed 
very warm. 

20. Chairman.] Tell us exactly what happened. 
—He said he had not got it ready yet, and I went 

A U P 



Mr. 

M. Bullick. 

29 April 
1863. 
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Mr. up to my own house and got my breakfast — that 
M. Bullick. was about a quarter to ten o’clock. 

21. Did he induce you to sign any paper? — I 

29 April signed a paper, but I was not at all aware that it 
1863 . was a paper to withdraw the petition. 

22. M r. Bonham- Carter. ] He made some state- 
ment to you about the paper ? — Yes ; he said that 
this paper was to gain evidence to unseat Mr. 
Barbour, and he also made that statement in my 
own house. 

23. After he had made that statement to you, 
did you go home ? — Yes. 

24. And did you return from your own house 
afterwards ? — No ; he came up to my house and 
into my place. 

25. That same morning?— That same morning. 

26. With the document ? — With this paper 
that he had got my name to. 

27. It had not your name to it at that time, had 
jt? — ISo; he came to my house and presented it 
to me, and said that it was to gain evidence to 
unseat Mr. Barbour that he required it. 

28. He had mentioned that paper to you the 
same morning when you went to his house, had 
he not? — Yes. 

29. And then you went away, and he followed 
you to your house with this paper? — Yes. 

30. At what time did he find you there? — 
About ten o’clock; it was after breakfast. We 
go to breakfast at nine o’clock in the morning. 

31. And when he came to you, what did he 
say ? — That he wanted my name. He said that 
he was in a hurry to go to Belfast by the train ; 
he said he wanted to go there to gain evidence, 
and he wanted my name to this paper. He said 
it was to gain evidence, and I took the paper and 
wrote my name, and saw Knox’s name written 
above mine in this paper that he had, and that 
was all I saw. He was in a great hurry to get 
to Belfast, and wanted to catch some train. He 
said this was one link more to the chain ; he said 
that he had them now. 

32. Sir Francis Barinr/.] Did he read or did 
you read the paper which you signed ? — I never 
read it, nor did he read it to me, till that night 
about a quarter to ten o’clock, when we fol- 
lowed him to Belfast. We followed him to 
Belfast in order to get this document from 
him, but he would not give it to us; he said 
he had not got it there. I told him that he 
had got it, and that he had shown it about in 
Belfast. I said that lie had got it with him, and 
then he consented to let me see it. 

33. When you signed this paper, did you read 
it, or did he read it to you ? — No, never. 

34. Mr. Walpole. ] Was that paper signed by 
anybody besides yourself? — I saw William John 
Knox’s signature above where I wrote mine. 

35. Was the name of William John Knox 
signed before or after you added your signature? 

— Before. 

36. Was Knox a petitioner against the return 
of Mr. Barbour? — He was. 

37. Sir William Miles."] After you had signed 
the document, did he say anything to you ? — His 
own words were, “ Now X will give John Bar- 
bour four years’ imprisonment.” 

38. After you had signed the document upon 
the representation which was made to you, what 
did he do with the paper ? — He folded it up, and 
put it into his pocket. 

39. Did he then say anything to you? — He 
said that he would give Mr. John Barbour four 
years’ imprisonment. 



40. Did he then say anything to you about the 
withdrawal of the petition? — No, he never said it 
was for that purpose at all : he never alluded to it. 

41. Mr. Bonham-C arter.] Did he say what the 
evidence that he wished to get was ? — He did say 
something about it. He said that he wanted Mr. 
J ohn Barbour’s own hand, I think, and he said 
something about proving bribery home to himself. 

42. Chairman.] You went to Belfast for the 
purpose of withdrawing the signature which you 
had previously given? — Yes, and also to read the 
paper, but he would not allow me to do so. There 
were four of us in the room. 

43. Who were the four ? — William John Knox, 
William Dawson or James Dawson — I do not 
know what his name is — and myself, and he. 

44. Mr. Walpole. ] On what day was this? — 
The 24th. 

_ 45. That was the same day on which you 
signed the other document, was it not? — Yes. 

46. Why did you go to Belfast at all? — We 
went to see this paper. We had told Mr. Waring 
about it — that we had not read it. 

47. What was the inducement upon your mind 
to go to Belfast with reference to a paper which 
you had previously signed ? — To get it from Mr. 
M'Cann. 

48. Who told you to get it from him, or what 
induced you to go there for the purpose of getting 
it? — Mr. Waring, our solicitor in the town. 

49. What did Mr. Waring say to you? — He 
said that the best thing we could do was to go 
and see what the paper was ; that Mr. M'Cann 
had no business with any paper with our signa- 
tures to it. 

50. After you had signed the document you 
saw Mr. Waring, who was your solicitor ? — Yes ; 
it was after we had signed the document that we 
saw Mr. Waring. 

51. Did you tell Mr. Waring what had taken 
place between you and Mr. M‘Cann with re- 
ference to the signatures to that document ? — 
Yes ; we told him we had signed our names to a 
paper that Mr. M'C’ann had. 

52. And then Mr. Waring advised you to go 
to Belfast for the purpose of trying to get the 
paper back? — Yes. 

53. That was all on the 24th of March ? — Yes ; 
but Mr. M‘Cann would not give it up when we 
got there ; he begged us to go home, for God’s 
sake ; he told us that we might content ourselves ; 
that he would not for a million of money, or a 
room full of gold, do anything with our names 
that would disgrace us. 

54. What did you do when you found that he 
would not give it you?— We went home again 
when we found that we could not get it without 
using physical force. 

55. After that, did anything hapj^en on your 
part with reference to the document which you 
had signed? — Yes, we signed another paper to 
do away with the paper that Mr. M‘Cann had. 

56. Who put that other paper into your hands? 
—Mr. Waring. 

57. He drew up another paper for you to 
sign? — Yes, and we signed it, to do awav with 
the paper that Mr. M‘Cann had got. 

58. On what day was that ? — The same evening 
when we came from Belfast, we went across to 
him, and Mr. M'Cann was in the Committee- 
room at the time. 

_ 59. What became of the paper which you 
signed at the instigation of Mr. Waring ? — I un- 
derstood that it came here. 

60. What 
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60. What became of it then; did yon keep it, 
or did Mr. Waring take it away?— Mr. Waring 
took it, and was to send it off to Mr. Moore 
to come here to the House of Commons. 

61. Sir William Miles.'] After you had left 
Mr. M ! Gann’s residence, whom did you meet 
next? — No person till I met him in my own 
house. 

62. Did you see Knox that day ? — I saw Knox 
after Mr. M‘Cann had got this paper and had 
gone away. 

63. Was Knox the next person that you saw 
about it ? — He was. 

64. And you had before that seen Knox’s sig- 
nature attached to the paper? — Yes. 

65. Had you and Knox any conversation about 
it? — We had. 

66. And upon that did you go together to the 
attorney’s? — No; we agreed that as we did not 
want to do anything to harm Mr. Barbour, we 
would warn him to have nothing to do with Mr. 
M‘Cann. 

67. Sir Francis Baring.] Did you go on pur- 
pose to Mr. Knox ? — I did not think anything of 
it till Mr. Knox came into my house. 

68. Chairman.] After you had signed this 
paper in Lisburn, what induced you to think 
it was a withdrawal of the petition, if you did 
not know the contents of the paper ? — The first 
thing that induced me to think it was a with- 
drawal was Mr. M‘Cann having said, down the 
street, that he had the parties under his thumb 
now, and that he could do just as he liked. He 
had made some reference to it to Knox, after he 
had put the paper in his pocket ; it was Knox’s 
words that made me believe it was a withdrawal. 

69. Mr. Bonham- Car ter.] Was this the first 
interview that Knox had with you ? — Yes. 

70. When you saw Knox, something passed 
between you and him which led you to believe 
that you had signed a withdrawal ? — Yes, a paper; 
but Mr. M'Cann said it was to gain evidence. 

71. After you had signed the paper, and from 
your conversation with Knox, did you then begin 
to understand that you had signed a withdrawal? 
— No, I understood that Mi - . M‘Cann had got 
this paper for the sole purpose of entrapping Mr. 
Barbour ; and Knox and I then agreed that that 
should not be done, and that we would warn 
Mr. Barbour to have nothing to do with Mr. 
M‘Cann. 

72. When you had your conversation with Knox, 
he did not appear to be aware more than you were 
that it was a withdrawal ? — He did not ; he said 
he was not. For my own part, I do not know 
what was in the man’s mind ; the only thing that 
caused us to know anything about it was when 
Mr. M‘Cann said that he would give Mr. John 
Barbour four years in the Tower, or rather four 
years’ imprisonment; and he thought that would 
please us, but we did not agree to it. 

73. Was that said in tire presence of both of 
you ? — It was said in the presence of me ; I was 
the only party he said it to. 

74. He said that after you had signed the 
paper ? — Yes, after I had signed the paper, and 
after he had put it in his pocket. 

75. When you saw Knox, who called upon 
you ; did he speak to you about the signatures 
first ? — Knox came in and asked me about it ; he 
asked me if I had signed a paper from Mr. 
M'Cann, and I said I had ; and he then told me 
that Mr. M‘Cann wanted to transport Mr. 
Barbour, that is, not to transport him, but to get 
him imprisoned for four years. Knox stated that 
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to me ; and Mr. M‘Cann told me that he in- 
tended to give Mr. Barbour four yeai-s’ imprison- M. 
ment. We said that we had no animosity against 
Mr. Barbour, or against any of his family. 2 c 

76. Chairman.] On the 9th of March, when 
you signed the petition, did you sign any other 
paper ? — No, not on that day. 

77. Mi'. Bonham- Car ter.] When did Mr. 

M £ Cann say that he had got all the parties under 
his thumb ? — After he had got this papei\ 

78. At what time after he had got the paper? 

— It was in the morning, about two or three 
hours aftei'wards, or an hour afterwards, when he 
went down the street. 

79. Sir William Miles.] When you went to 
Mr. Barbour, did you inform him that Alexander 
M‘Cann had been with you that morning, and 
had got you to sign a document which you un- 
derstood to be a withdrawal of the petition? — 

No, I said I had signed a document. 

80. But you ax-e quite sure you did not say 
that you had signed a document which you un- 
derstood to be a withdrawal of the petition ? — 

No, I went to tell Mr. Bax-bour. 

81. You are sure that Mr. M‘Cann never told 
you, after you had signed the document, that it 
was a withdrawal of the petition? — Mr. M‘Cann 
never told me that it was a withdrawal of the 
petition. 

82. Sir Francis Baring.] Have you seen a 
paper which has beeix put into our hands, which 
purports to contain a statement of your evi- 
dence ? — No ; the first time I ever saw a state- 
ment of its being a withdrawal of the petition 
was in the newspaper. 

83. Have you ever seen this paper which I 
have now in my hand? — No, I see my own xxame 
there. 

84. But you have not seen this paper before ? 
—No. 

85. Sir William Miles.] Did you ever state to 
anybody that you had had an interview with Mi-. 
Barbour, when you infox-med him that Alexander 
M‘Cann had been with you that morning and 
got you to sign a document which you understood 
to be a withdrawal of the petition? — No; I went 
to Mi-. Bax-bour solely to warn him to keep out of 
Mr. M c Cann’s way. 

86. Befox-e you went to Mi-. Waring, you went 
to Mr. Barbour ? — I did. 

87. You and Mr. Knox went to Mr. Bax-bour? 

— No ; Mr. Knox did not go with me at all. 

88. Did you make no statement of the kind 
that I have read to you ? — -I made a statement 
that I came there to warn Mi-. Barbour to have 
nothing to do with Mr. M‘Cann, for that he had 
said he intended to give Mr. Barbour four years’ 
imprisonment. Knowing the traps that were 
sometimes set, I thought that Mr. M'Cann might 
perhaps lead him on to give him some writing, 
and that he would then turn round upon him ; and 
I went to Mr. Barbour, having no animosity to 
him or his family, for the sole purpose of warning 
him not to have anything to do with Mr. M‘Cann. 

89. Do you know nothing at all of this paper 
which has been sent to us? — No. 

90. To whom have you made any statement in 
this country ; what agent saw you ? — I did not 
see any agent in England. 

91. To whom did you make any statement from 
which the paper before us may have been drawn 
up? — I made a statement to a man in Belfast, or in 
Lisburn — an attox-ney there. 

92. What was his name ? — McLean. 

93. Is he in England? — Not to my knowledge. 

A 2 94. Mr. 



Mr. 

Bullick. 
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Mr. 94. Mr. Bonham- Car ter. ] Have you made no 

M. Bullich. other statement which could be taken down in 
— writing, except the statement which you made to 
*9 Apnl Mr. McLean ?— No. 

1 3 ‘ 95. My question is: Since you made that state- 

ment to Mr. McLean in Lisburn, which I under- 
stand you to say was taken down in writing, have 
you made any other statement which you are 
aware was taken down in writing at the time ? — 
Not to my knowledge. I gave Mr. McLean the 
whole details, but not anybody else. 

96. And did he take clown that statement from 
the words which you had spoken, or did he take 
notes ? — He did take it down, I think, as I spoke 
it to him. 

97. Word for word, as far as you know ? — Yes, 
as far as I know. 

98. Did you sec that statement ? — I did. 

99. And is that statement correct? — I did not 
read the whole of the statement over, but he read 
it to me. 

100. And did you sign it? — No. 

101. Sir Francis Baring.) Did you object to 
it? — No; it was read over to me, and I quite 
agreed with what was in it. 

102. Mr. Walpole.'] Look at this paper {handing 
a document to the toitness). Is that your signature ? 
— It is. 

103. And is that the first document you have 
alluded to ? — Yes. 

104. And is this also your signature ? ( handing 
another document to the witness). — Yes, that is 
mine. 

105. The date is the 24th of March ? — Yes. 

( The following questions loereput by the Chair- 
man at the request of Mr. M‘ Cann.) 

106. Did Mr. M'Cann, on the morning that 
you signed the paper as to which you have been 
giving evidence, state to you, in his own parlour, 
that he wished you to sign a document with- 
drawing the petition? — No; and I was not in 
his parlour that morning. It was out in the 
lobby that he said he wanted my signature. 

107. Did he say that? — He said he wanted me 
to sign a paper for him, I not knowing what it was; 
and I went home to my breakfast, and then he 
brought it up to me. 

108. At an interview which you had with him 
an hour and a-half after the first interview at Mr. 
M'Cann’s house, did he explain to you that he 
wished to read over the paper; and did you answer 
him that he had already explained the nature of 
the document to you, and that it was not neces- 
sary ? — No, I never said such a word to him, and 
he never said such a word to me. 

109. When you met Mr. M'Cann in Belfast, 
when you and Knox went there, about seven 
o’clock in the evening, did Mr. M'Cann ask you 
to go upstairs in the drawing-room, and tell you 
that if you would do so he would read the paper 
to you at once ? Is that true or not? — He did. 
He owned himself that he never read it, and I 
went there to get it from him. 

110. Did you go upstairs with Mr. M'Cann 
on that occasion, with Mr. Knox and James 
Dawson, and did Mr. M'Cann read to you the 
withdrawal ? — He did; but I prayed him to 
allow me to read it for myself. I do not know 
whether it was a withdrawal or not. He pro- 
duced a paper, and lie shifted about as if he 
thought. I wanted to take the paper from him by 
physical force. He would not allow me to see it. 

I did not attempt to use physical force to get it. 



for I knew he carried loaded pistols about him 
when he went about Lisburn. 

111. Did you see any loaded pistols? — I did 
not see any loaded pistols, but I have seen him 
with pistols. 

112. Did Mr. M'Cann read to you the docu- 
ment on that occasion in the drawing-room, 
without the slightest hesitation ? — He did, but he 
would not allow me to read it myself. I do not 
know whether it was the one that my signature 
was to or not; he would not let me come near 
him. 

113. Was that document which he had the 
withdrawal of the petition? — To the best of my 
belief it was. For my own part I did not know 
what was legal or illegal ; but it sounded to me 
as if it was about withdrawing the petition. 
When we found we could not get the paper 
from him, we went home, and another paper 
was framed, and we signed our names to it, to 
do away with the one that Mr. M'Cann had. 

114. Did you state to anyone, before you left 
Lisburn, that you had signed a withdrawal of the 
petition, and that you would go down to Belfast 
for the purpose of getting it from Mr. M'Cann ? 
— I could not say that, for I never knew that it 
was a withdrawal. I knew that he had a paper 
which we had signed, as I have told you before, 
and Mr. Waring said that it might, perhaps, be 
a withdrawal. He said he thought it very likely 
that Mr. M'Cann was going to play some trick, 
and he advised us to go to Belfast after him, and 
try to get the paper away from him. 

115. Had you any conversation with Mr. 
Barbour previous to going to Mr. M'Cann that 
evening at Belfast? — I had. 

116. What was the purport of that conversa- 
tion ? — When Mr. Knox and I considered the 
thing over, we thought it was better to warn 
Mr. Barbour against Mr. M'Cann. We had no 
animosity towards Mr. Barbour or his family. 

I saw Mr. Wilson, Mr. Kennedy’s clerk, and 
I said to him, “ M'Cann has got a paper, and he 
is going to try to imprison Mr. Barbour.” I said,. 

“ That would be ten times worse than the petition ; 
and I am sure we have no animosity towards Mr. 
Barbour, and I should like to warn Mr. Barbour 
to have nothing to do with Mr. M'Cann.” I 
afterwards saw Mr. Barbour, and told him that 
Mr. M'Cann had a document, and wanted to get 
his son imprisoned, and that Mr. M'Cann 
wanted to get Mr. Barbour’s own handwriting. 

I said I understood that he had got the paper 
for that purpose. I saw Mr. Barbour on the 
Belfast road, and I told him that M'Cann had 
told me to sign a document that mornino-, and 
that the purpose of it was to transport hfs son ; 
and I said, “For goodness’ sake, have nothing 
to do with him ! ” Those were the words I used. 
Mi\ Barbour could not properly understand me 
at first, and he asked me over again about it. 

I said, perhaps it might be a withdrawal of the 
petition, and that perhaps Mr. M'Cann wanted 
to get Mr. Barbour’s handwriting. Mr. Barbour 
said, “ Shall I telegraph to my son that the 
petition is withdrawn?” I said, “Not at all; 
you misunderstand me : the petition is not with- 
drawn, and I never intended that it should be 
withdrawn;” but I said that Mr. M'Cann 
wanted to catch him with this paper, and to give 
his son four years’ imprisonment. Those were 
the words I said. 

117. Did you tell Mr. Barbour, senior, on that 
occasion, that if the document was not got from 
Mr. M'Cann which you had signed and acknow- 
ledged 
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ledged as a withdrawal, you would sign another 
withdrawal for Mr. Barbour? — No, I did not. 
I said, if the petition was to be withdrawn, let 
it be withdrawn in a straightforward manner ; 
and I said that if the committee agreed to it, it 
would clear our character; but I said it would 
injure our characters very much in the place if 
we were to withdraw the petition in such a footy 
way as that. I said that if the committee would 
agree to withdraw the petition in a legal, straight- 
forward, and manly way, I was agreeable, but 
that I would not do it myself ; for I considered it 
a piece of rascality to withdraw a thing in a 
smuggled manner like that, and that the conse- 
quence would be to get myself and my family 
disgraced for life ; and that is what Mr. M'Cann 
has done with us. 

118. Did you, on that occasion, express to Mr. 
Barbour that you were delighted or were pleased 
at the prospect of the petition being withdrawn 
and of the matter coming to an end? — No; 1 
utterly deny that. 

119. Did you ever sign any other withdrawal, 
except that one for Mr. M'Cann ? — I never read 
the paper ; but the morning after the petition 
was signed Mr. M‘Cann came to me and repre- 
sented that Mr. Moore, at Dublin, had sent him 
down to get this paper signed, and then he 
brought me to Knox’s house, and there I signed 
the paper. Mr. M'Cann said that it was requi- 
site, and that Mr. Moore wanted the paper, but 
that paper was never read over by me. 

120. What was that paper ? — It was just some- 
thing the same as the other, but Mr. M'Cann, 
being such a warm friend, we never at all doubted 
him, and that is the truth. 

121. Did you not read over that document, 
and did you not know, previous to your signing 
it in Mr. Knox’s house, that it was a withdrawal 
of the petition, and did not Mr. M'Cann say so ? 
— On my word, I never read a document,. I ever 
signed for Mr. M'Cann. Knox signed the docu- 
ment first, and I took it for granted that everything 
was all right, we being among our own friends. 
If it had been brought by Mr. Barbour’s party 
we should have been aware ; but Mr. M'Cann, 
being in our own camp, we never suspected him 
of working any rascality. Of course, this is 
ruinous to our characters; and Mr. M £ Cann 
ought to consider that. 

122. Do you mean to tell the committee that 
you never signed any withdrawal except this 
later one? — I do not mean to say that; we 
signed a paper at Knox’s for Mr. M'Cann. 

123. Mr. Walpole.'] What Mr. M'Cann wants 
to know is, whether you signed any other paper 
purporting to be a withdrawal of the petition. 
Did you or did you not? — Never; and I never 
had the slightest idea of withdrawing the petition. 

124. Chairman.] Was it never told Dy Mr. 
M'Cann to you, expressly on that occasion, that 
both documents were withdrawals of the petition 
which you and Mr. Knox had signed in Mr. 
M'Cann’s presence? — Mr. M £ Cann told me that 
it was a document for Mr. Moore, of Dublin, and 
he carried it down and brought it to me at Mr. 
Knox’s house, and I signed it. 

125. You are still speaking of the document 
which you signed the day after you signed the 
petition? — Yes, that is the document that Mr. 
M'Cann is referring to. 

126. If you did not read it, did not Mr. 
M £ Cann tell you the contents of it, and did he 
not state that it was a withdrawal of the petition ? 
— He did not. 
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127. Did you sign one or two documents on 
that occasion at first?— There were two papers 
that Mr. M £ Cann brought that morning ; whe- 
ther they were brought connected together or 
not I do not know, but he threw them down on 
to the desk and made some gestures, and spoke 
of what he was going to do connected with the 
petition, and how he was getting evidence and 
one thing and another ; he threw this down and 
slapped me on the shoulder, and at the very same 
time he said : ££ Go on and sign this, it is requi- 
site for Mr. Moore.” 

128. And did you sign them both ? — I did. 

129. In point of fact, you signed three docu- 
ments ? — I do not know what they were ; I do 
not know what was in the papers, for I never 
read them. I said to myself, that I was satisfied 
to put faith in Mr. M'Cann. 

130. Did not Mr. M'Cann, when he presented 
this third document to you, tell you you had 
signed two others to the same effect a short time 
before ? — I deny that utterly. 

131. And that it was a withdrawal of the peti- 
tion ? — I deny that utterly. 

132. Had you confidence in Mr. M'Ca nn on 
the first occasion when you signed those two 
documents ? — I had confidence in him all along, 
and I took him for a gentleman throughout the 
whole affair, until I saw in the newspapers what 
he had done. 

133. Do you not know of your own knowledge 
that Mr. M'Cann was the sole and only person 
in Lisburn who was the cause of this petition 
being presented, and that he had laboured night 
and day, for weeks together, upon it, in getting 
up the case, and in getting up evidence in support 
of it ? — I do not know it, and I deny that it was 
so ; for Mr. Moore was the party that read over 
the petition to me at Mr. Bannister’s, and ex- 
plained the thing to me like a gentleman when he 
asked me to put my name to the petition. Mr. 
Moore was the man who, to the best of my 
opinion, had the sole control of the matter, Mr. 
M'Cann being employed under him to get up 
evidence. 

134. On the occasion of your signing the 
petition in Mr. Bannister’s public-house, did not 
Mr. M'Cann, for a considerable length of time, do 
his utmost to prevent your signing it at all, and 
did he not send you out of the room? — He did not; 
he said when I was going to sign the petition, 
that it was a thing that would not answer for me, 
connected as I was with trade, and I rather de- 
clined signing the petition, but I signed it after- 
wards of my own accord. 

135. Were you not the worse for drink on that 
occasion ? — No, I was not. 

136. Did you not go through the town that 
very same evening, and did you not go into 
several places and cry, on account of your having 
signed that petition ? — Did I cry ? 

137. Yes. — I am not a man full of tears, or 
any thing of the sort. 

138. Did you go down to Mr. Allen’s, where 
Mr. M'Cann lodged, on that same evening, and 
tell Mr. M'Cann that you were a ruined man, 
and that Mr. M'Cann had done it, or that he had 
induced you to sign that petition ? — I never did 
any thing of the sort ; I never cried. 

139. Did you ever do that?— I did not say I 
was a l’uined man. 

140. Did you go to Mr. Allen’s at all ? — I 
was there. 

141. And what did you say to him? — I do not 
remember ; it was just mere talk ; I have often 

a 3 been 
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Mr. been to Mr. Allen’s ; we are intimately ac- 
M. Bullick. q ua i nted. 

142. Did you express any regret, in conse- 
2 ?86- quence of your having signed the petition, to 

Mr. Allen? — No; there were parties who said 
it was not a proper thing for me to do, that it 
might harm me in my business ; but I knew 
perfectly well what I was about when I signed 
the petition. I knew then what I was doing, as 
well as I know that I am sitting here before you 
gentlemen. 

143. Do you recollect the next morning calling 
Mr. M‘Cann over to your house, as he was 
passing to his office, and, with tears running- 
down your cheeks, telling him that you had 
ruined yourself by signing that document? — I 
never shed tears, and did not- say anything of 
the sort ; I utterly denounce that, and deny it. 

144. Did you not on that same occasion tell 
Mr. M ! Cann that you were a ruined man, and 
did you not ask him to go to Dean Stonehouse, 
Lord Hertford’s agent, inasmuch as he, Mr. 
M‘Cann, had influence in that quarter, and 
endeavour to procure for you the situation of 
sexton to the cathedral, which was then vacant, 
as it would enable you to make up the loss which 
you would sustain by the injury done to your 
business as a painter and glazier, in consequence 
of your having signed the petition against Mr. 
Barbour ? — The sexton had left the cathedral ; 

I never asked him to go to Dean Stonehouse. 

145. What did you ask Mr. M‘C ann on that 
occasion when you called him over to you? — If 
you would write a letter to Dean Stonehouse he 
would tell you that he had offered me the situa- 
tion before that, and that I had refused it. 

146. Did not Mr. M‘Cann go to Lord Hert- 
ford’s agent, and in a short time afterwards return 
to you and tell you that he had made an application 
for the situation, and that he had no doubt you 
would get it? — He asked me if I would take it; 
he had used his influence to put the sexton out 
of the situation himself; he was the gentleman 
who had used his influence to put the sexton out 
of this cathedral, and also out of the Marquis of 
Hertford’s office, because he had been a warm 
friend of Mr. Barbour’s. He had put him out 
of his two situations, and he asked me if I would 
take it, but Dean Stonehouse offered the situation 
to me twice, and I would not take it. 

147. What took place between you and Mr. 
M'Cann upon the subject? — Mr. M‘Cann said 
he thought it was a situation that would answer 
very well for me, and he asked me whether I 
would take it. The words he used were that 
Calcraft was out of his situation, and he said he 
would not stop till he had put John Dogherty 
Barbour out, and dragged him from Parliament. 
Those were the words he used. 

148. Did not Mr. M‘Cann say to you that he 
did not think you would have accepted the situa- 
tion, or that he would have suggested it to you ? 
— He suggested it to me himself. I had refused 
the same situation twice. 

149. Did not Mr. M‘Cann come to you in half- 
an-hour afterwards from Lord Hertford’s office, 
and tell you he had been there and made an 
application for the situation for you, and that he 
had every reason to believe you would get it 
immediately? — He had been talking about it; 
but I said I did not want it, and that I had 
already refused it. 

150. Had you any personal interest in this 
petition yourself? — None ; and I had no ill feel- 
ing towards Mr. Barbour, or any one connected 



with him. I only wished to unseat Mr. Barbour’ 
and to have another election, making the election 
null and void. That is all the interest I had. 

151. Did you employ Mr. Moore to present 
this petition ? — Mr. Moore was our agent on the 
petition altogether ; that is, for the committee ; 
Mr. Moore wa3 our agent, as I always under- 
stood, both to conduct the election and to conduct 
the petition. 

152. Do you know how he became such agent. 
Did you employ him ? — No, I never employed 
him ; I was not high enough up, perhaps. 

^ 153. Have you ever paid him anything ? — 

154. Have you any unkind feeling, or any ill 
feeling towards Mr. Barbour? — I have stated 
several times that I have none. 

155. Did you ever state to any person, on any 
occasion, that you were glad at the prospect of 
the petition coming to an end, and that Mr. 
Barbour would not be unseated ? — No. 

156. That you were glad that the petition was 
going to fall to the ground ? — I never said any- 
thing of the sort. 

157. Did you ever express yourself to any 
person, to the effect that the document that you 
had signed for Mr. M‘Cann that morning was a 
withdrawal of the petition, and that you were 
glad that the thing was going to end ? — After the 
whole thing had been known, and Mr. M‘Cann 
had read it publicly, we understood it was a 
withdrawal, but I never wished the petition to 
fall to the ground in any way, except in a fair 
and legal way, through the committee ; it was 
only on behalf of the committee that we signed 
that document, and if they chose to withdraw the 
petition, we were willing to agree to it. 

158. What took place between you and Mr. 
Wilson, previous to your seeing old Mr. Bar- 
bour, the father of the Member?— I wished to 
see some of Mr. Barbour’s family, to warn 
them against Mr. M'Cann, for I took his words 
for granted, and supposed that he wanted to 
give Mr. Barbour four years’ imprisonment. We 
utterly renounced anything of the sort. We 
had no animosity against Mr. Barbour, and did 
not wish to see him or any of his family in 
prison. 

159. Did not Mr. M‘Cann tell you in his own 
house, before you signed that document, in the 
presence of Mr. Vernon, that you had better 
read it over before signing it, and -did he not tell 
you that it was the document which he had told 
you that morning was a withdrawal of the peti- 
tion, and which he would use against Mr. Bar- 
bour or not, as might be deemed necessary ? — He 
did not. All these things that Mr. M c Cann is 
making you gentlemen put to me are falsehoods. 

160. Did you not tell Mr. M‘Cann that he 
need not read the document over to you as he 
had explained it to you already ? — No ; I say 
that ail the questions that Mr. M‘Cann is getting 
you gentlemen to put to me are false, and you 
will find that to be the case. 

161. If Mr. Barbour should state tha't you 
admitted to him having signed a withdrawal of 
the petition, would that be a falsehsod? — Mr. 
Barbour might misunderstand me, but I did not 
represent that to Mr. Barbour ; I represented to 
him that I had signed a paper, and that Mr. 
M‘Cann wanted to get hold of his son and give 
him four years’ imprisonment. 

162. Did you state to Mr. Wilson that you 
had signed a withdrawal of the petition ? — No ; 

I did not know that it was a withdrawal, and it 

never 
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never was explained to me. I knew that I had 
signed a paper for Mr. M‘Cann, and he told me 
that that was the use he was going to turn it to. 

163. If Mr. Wilson should state to the Com- 
mittee that you admitted to him on that morning, 
that you had signed a withdrawal of the petition, 
would his statement be true or false? — I say I 
never said such a word. Mr. Barbour asked me 
if he should telegraph to his son that the petition 
was withdrawn, and I said it was no withdrawal, 
that it was only intended to catch his son, and 
that I did not wish to see any man persecuted. 

164. Did you go to Mr. Barbour alone your- 
self that morning, and have a private interview 
with him ? — I wanted to see him to warn him 
against Mr. M‘Cann, because he had said that 
he would imprison Mr. Barbour’s son. Mr. Bar- 
bour came down the road and Mr. Wilson with 
him, and Mr. Wilson kept at a distance while 
Mr. Barbour and I were speaking. 

165. Was the appointment with Mr. Barbour, 
senior, made through Mr. Wilson, at your re- 
quest ? — I own to that. 

166. Where was Mr. Knox on the occasion 
when you had the private interview with Mr. 
Barbour ? — He went up the back road altogether. 

167. Where did Mr. Knox go to? — I could 
not say exactly where he went. 

168. Sir Francis Baring. ] When you had that 
interview with Mr. Barbour, was Mr. Wilson 

resent ? — He was some distance off ; he came 
own the road with Mr. Barbour, and stood some 
distance off. 

169. At what distance should you say? — I 
dare say as far as from this window to the door. 

170. Where did this interview take place ? — 
Just at Mr. Cosgreave’s place. 

171. Sir William Miles.'] Was he sufficiently 
near to hear the conversation which passed 
between Mr. Barbour and yourself? — No, I am 
sure he was not. 

172. Mr. Ker Seymer.] When you signed 
those three documents of which you have spoken, 
did you, at the time of signing them, see in each 
case the signature of Knox ? — Yes, in each case. 
Knox had signed the petition first, and I signed 
it afterwards, and any paper that ever I signed, 
Knox always signed first. 

173. Tell us exactly what took place. Tell us 
the words that were used by Mr. M'Cann when 
you went to Belfast and endeavoured to get the 
document? — We went down to Belfast by the 
six o’clock train ; four of us went to Belfast by 
that train. Mr. Waring’s clerk, the attorney, 
was one. He was our local solicitor ; and there 
was Knox, and Mr. Dawson, and myself. We 
went there to see about this document. We 
went to Victoria-square, to a man named George 
Ingram, who kept a public-house, where Mr. 
M'Cann, we understood, was in the habit of 
calling. When we got there he was not there, 
and we sat there awhile, and Mr. Ingram went 
to look for him ; but about 20 minutes to 9 he 
came in, and when he came in he said, “ Holloa!” 
and looked round ; when he saw Waring’s clerk, 
and Knox, and Dawson, and me, he looked 
fidgetty, and he said, “ What in the world are 
you doing here ?” I said, “ I am come down 
here because I did not read that paper which you 
have got, and I want to see it and to read it 
myself.” “Well,” said he, “ I have not 
got it ; really, it is at home in my desk, 
and I have not got it on me.” I said, 
“you are making a false statement,” for, said I, 
“you have read it and shown it to parties in Belfast 
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since you have been here.” So, upon that, he 
turned round and said, “ it was George Ingram 
told you that.” I said, “it does not signify who 
told me, I want to read that paper; I never read 
it, and I do not know what is in it.” He looked 
round and saw Mr. Waring’s clerk and he would 
not read it before him, he said he “would not 
have that old fellow there at all “but,” he said 
“ if you will go up stairs I will read it to you 
there.” Upon that, Mr. Knox asked him if he 
would allow Mr. Dawson to go up stairs; he said 
“yes,” and so the three ofuswentup stairs with Mr. 
M'Cann, and we went into the room and he 
pulled out the document; I said, “will you let 
me read it to myself? ” He looked me straight 
in the face and said, “Will you give it me back 
if I do ?” Upon that I rather hesitated, and he 
put it to me a second time ; “ Will you give it to 
me back if I let you have it ?” Upon that, I put 
my hand and took out a knife, and said, “I -will, 
on the word of a man.” He then said he would 
let me see it. I said, “ 1 will read it over, and 
when I have read it, I intend to cut my name 
from it.” He looked me steadily in the face and 
would not give it to me upon any persuasion. 
We all tried him, but he would not allow us to 
have it ; and then we went away back to Lisburn 
and got this other document made out and signed 
and sent away. 

174. Mr. Bonham Carter.] But he did read 
the paper you say ? — Yes, but when I went to 
make a move round the table to look at it, he 
would not let me come alongside of him. 

175. Sir William Miles.] That document, as 
far as you understand those things, was a with- 
drawal of the Petition. You have stated, have 
you not, that it was a withdrawal of the Peti- 
tion, so far as you understood it ? — Yes. 

176. Chairman. ] Did you state to any person 
previous to your visit to- Mr. M'Cann in Belfast, 
that your intention was to get this withdrawal 
from him, and that if you did not succeed in 
doing so you would sign another ? — Yes, I said 
if Mr. M‘Cann wanted to withdraw the Petition 
foully, or sell it (which I will not say I know 
he was doing) before we would allow him to 
use it in that way, we would sign a withdrawal 
ourselves. 

177. To whom did you address yourself on 
that occasion?— To William John Knox. 

178. Any other person ? — Not to my know- 
ledge. 

179. Are you sure? — Not to my knowledge ; 

I might have said it to some of the com- 
mittee. 

180. Sir William Miles.] After this document 
was read, and you understood it to be a with- 
drawal of the Petition, what did you do ? — Came 
up to Lisburn, and there was another document 
got up to do away with this one which Mr. 
IVPCann had. 

181. And where was that signed? — In Mr. 
Bannister’s shop, where the petition was first 
signed. 

182. And was it signed, not only by you but 
by the other petitioner ? — Yes. 

183. In your presence ? — Yes. 

184 Where did you leave it? — We left it there 
with Mr. Waring, to be sent to Dublin to Mr. 
Moore; it was on the same evening that we 
signed it. 

185. Mr. Bonham Carter.] You have told us 
that you signed two documents on the morning 
after the first Petition was signed. Did you sign 
those alone, or were others present at the time ? 
4 Mr. 



Mr. 
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Mr. — Mr. Knox was with me at the time ; the ones 

M. Bullick. that Mr. M'Cann brought to us to sign. 

186. And who was present on that occasion 

29 April besides Knox and yourself?— No one; there 
1863. were just three of us, M'Cann, Knox, and 
myself. 

187. Were you informed at that time what it 
was you were signing? — The words he said were, 
that this was necessary to go to Mr. Moore. 



188. Was that all that took place? — That was 
all that took place. He said it was necessary. 

189. Were you sent for by M'Cann on that 
occasion? — Mr. M'Cann came to my own 
house. 

190. Was Mr. M'Cann acting as the agent of 

your Committee, or as Mr. Moore’s agent? We 

always considered that he was acting as Mr. 
Moore’s agent in getting up the evidence. 



Mr. William John Knox, called in; and Examined. 



Mr. 191. Chairman .] You are an elector of Lis- 
W. J. Knox, burn ? — Yes. 

192. You signed a petition against the return 

of Mr. Barbour ? — Yes. 

193. When did you sign it? — I think it was 
about the 9th of March. 

194. Did you sign any withdx-awal of that 
petition at any time ? — Yes, I signed a paper ; I 
I do not know whether it was a withdrawal or 
not, the morning after the Petition was signed. 

195. Is that your handwriting ( handing a 
Paper to the Witness ) ? — Yes. 

1 96. Is that the paper which you signed ? — I 
cannot say, indeed. 

197. Look at it? — I could not say; but it is 
my handwriting. 

198. Is that also your handwriting ( handing 
another Paper to the Witness ) ? — It is. 

199. On the morning after you signed the 
petition you signed another paper ? — 'Yes. 

200. Was that a withdrawal? — I could not 
say. 

201. Were you not told what it was ? — No. 

202. Whogave it to you ?— Alexander M'Cann 
brought it down to my shop. 

203. Where is his shop ? — In Railway-street, 
in Lisburn. 

204. At what time in the day was that? — 
About eight o’clock, or some time in the mornino- 
before breakfast. 

205. Did he not inform you what the docu- 
ment was that you were signing? — No, he did 
not ; he said it was for Mr. Moore. 

206. AVhcn he asked yon to put your name to 
a^document, did you not ask him what it was? — 
No, he said he was sent down by Mr. Moore to 
get my name. 

207. Did you sign more than one document ? — 
Yes, two. 

208. And you signed both of them without 
asking any question as to what they were? — 

I did. 

209. Did you at any time afterwards sign any 
document relating to the election ? — I did. 

210. When was that? — About the 24th of 
March. 

211. What was that document? — I could not 
tell. 

212. Did you ask what the nature of the 
document was ?— I did ; but before saying any- 
thing he said, it was a paper to get my name 
to, for the purpose of gaining evidence. 

213. Had you after that, any suspicion as to 
what that paper was ? —Yes ; in the course of the 
day, from what Mr. Alexander M'Cann stated, 
before lie left my house my suspicion was aroused. 

214. What did he say?— He said after I had 
signed the Petition, or after I had signed that 
paper, that he was going to take it to Belfast, 



and that he would send for Mr. Robert Barbour, 
and that he would get him to give him an offer of 
what he had got previously, the sum of 5,000 1 . ; 
and that if he could get him to do that and get 
his signature for it, he would then turn round, 
and they would give Mr. Barbour, the present 
Member, four years’ imprisonment. 

215. He said that to you ? — Yes. 

216. Did you communicate with anybody upon 
his making that statement to you ? — Yes ; I was 
not finished washing ; he was in a great hurry 
for me to come in and sign the paper, and I went 
and finished my washing, and went up to my 
brother petitioner, Mr. Bullick, and found that 
Mr. M'Cann had got the paper from him by the 
same misrepresentation; and I said to Mr. Bul- 
lick that it would be well to warn Mr. Barbour 
against Mr. M'Cann, for that he was goino- to 
imprison his (Mr. Barbour’s) son, and we did not 
wish that, but that all we wanted was to make 
the election null and void. 

217. Did you go anywhere else, or did you 
communicate with anybody else on the same 
subject ?— Yes, after I had communicated with 
Mr. Bullick; Mr. Bullick went to Mr. Barbour 
and warned him. 

218. Did you communicate with anybody else 
in Lisburn about the paper? — Yes, I went to 
Mr. Waring, our local solicitor, and told him 
about the paper that we had signed. 

219. What happened then? — He ordered his 
clerk to get ready, aud to go to Belfast with us, 
and to. find out Mr. M'Cann, and get the paper 
from him, and have it read and explained. 

220. Did you do so ? — We did. 

221. Did you find Mr. M'Cann in Belfast ?— 
W e did ; Mr. William Seagrave, who is clerk to 
Mr. Waring, Mr. Dawson, myself, and Mr. 
Bullick, proceeded by the 6 o’clock train that 
evening to Belfast; we went into Queen-square 
to a public-house kept by a man named George 
Ingram, where we understood Mr. M'Cann was 
stopping, and we made inquiry for him; when 
we went in he was not there. Mr. Dawson and 
Mr. George Ingram went out of the house to 
look after him ; we were there, I suppose, not 
less than an hour and a half. At length Mr. 
Dawson returned, and said they had seen Mr. 
M'Cann standing with two strange men at 
the foot of High-street, and that Mr. Ingram 
was gone away to him to bring him up to the 
house. So he came to the house, and as soon 
as he came in Mr. Bullick asked him for the 
paper he had put his name to that morning, that 
he might read it, and explain it. 

222. Where was it that he said this ? — At Mr. 
George Ingram’s, in the High-street, Belfast. 
He asked him for the paper that he might read 
it and explain it. Mr. M'Cann then denied that 

he 
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he had the paper ; upon which, I do not know 
whether it was I, or Mr. Buliick, but one of us, 
said to him, “ Y ou have the paper, for you 
showed it to a man in this house not very long 
since.” Then, when he found out that he was 
caught, he got up and said he would not read it 
there ; but that if we would go tip-stairs into an 
upper room, he would read it when we were by 
ourselves. I asked him if he would let Mr. 
Segrave come with us, and he would not; I 
then asked him if he would allow' Mr. Dawson 
to come with us, and he said yes, he would allow 
him. "When we got up-stairs, he went to the far 
side of the room, and he said to us would it 
satisfy us if he read it to us. We said yes, but 
that we would rather that Mr. Buliick should 
get it into his own hands, and read it. He would 
not give it into Mr. Bullick’s hands. He got 
up, and had got the table between liirn and us, 
and he several times commenced to read it him- 
self, but was several times interrupted by people 
coming up to the door, and calling for Mr. 
M’Canu, and we never could see the paper, or 
what was in the paper during the time we were 
in the room ; and at last he put the paper in his 
pocket, and said, “ F or God’s sake go home, and 
do not torment me, or I will throw up and 
abandon the thing for ever.” 

223. Did he read the paper to you ? — No, he 
did not. 

224. You say he commenced two or three 
times tf> read it? — Yes, he commenced two or 
three times to read it and was interrupted by 
people coming to the door; I do not know’ why 
they came to the door, but we got up to go next 
to him to see even our signatures, and to see 
if our names really were there, but he still kept 
the table between us and him. 

225. Had you any idea at. that time what was 
the nature of the paper '! — No, not a bit. 

226. When first had you any suspicion about 
the paper ? — We were told by our solicitor that 
it might be a withdrawal. 

227. Mr. Walpole .] When were you told that ? 
— That day. 

228. That was the 24th of March ? — Yes. 

229. Chairman."] That was before you started 
from Lisburn ? — 1 es. 

230. When you came in then, of course, you 
suspected that it was a withdrawal ? — Yes. 

231. Did you state that to him ? — No we did 
not. 

232. You simply asked him to show you the 
paper and he refused to do so? — Yes, we did 
everything in our power to force him to show' us 
the paper. 

233. Mr. Walpole.'] You say he commenced 
reading it ; did he read some way into it ? — Yes. 

234. How long did he read ; did he continue 
reading for a minute ? — I do not think we were 
three minutes in the room altogether. 

235. Chairman.] You having gone there to 
read a paper which you had signed, why did you 
go away without seeing it? — We saw that we 
could not get it from him except by physical 
force, and we knew that he had revolvers in his 
pocket loaded ; he told us that he carried them 
about with him. 

236. Then he refused to show you the docu- 
ment, and you left the room, being afraid of the 
consequences if you insisted upon seeing it? — Yes. 

237. You distinctly state that he would not 
show you the document which you had signed? 
— No, he would not. 
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238. You made several efforts to see the paper, 
which he resisted ? — We all did. 

239. Did you see any portion of the paper ? 
— No. 

240. Mr. Bonham- Carter.] Did you see it in 
his hand? — Yes, but the back of the paper was 
to us. 

241. Chairman.] When he began to read the 
paper, how was the reading of it interrupted ? — 
By people coming in and opening the door, and 
asking for Mr. M‘Cann ; when they came they 
said he was wanted particularly down stairs. 

242. Did you press him to remain to read the 
paper which he had begun to read? — Yes, and to 
give the paper to Mr. Buliick. 

243. Mr. Bonham- Carter.] What did Mr. 
Dawson do all this time ? — He was there, and 
moved round along with us, to get next the 
paper as well. 

244. Chairman.] Was there any conversation 
between you and Mr. M c Cann, as to that docu- 
ment being a withdrawal of the petition ? — 
Never. 

245. Did you not accuse him of having in- 
duced you to sign a withdrawal of the petition? 
—No ; we accused him of getting our names to a 
paper to imprison Mr. Barbour. 

246. Do you mean to say that all this went u:i 
without your ever saying that you believed it was 
a withdrawal? — Yes, I told Mr. M'Cann dis- 
tinctly, that I never intended to withdraw the 
petition. 

247. Did you tell him that at that interview ? 
— I told him that in the morning, in the room, 
before lie went out. 

248. In your own house at Lisburn ? — Yes. 

249. Then you did suspect that it was a with- 
drawal ? — No, I did not. 

250. When did you first think that this paper 
which you had signed was a withdrawal : when 
did that idea first of all enter your mind ? — Never 
till I heard from Mr. Waring that perhaps it was 
a withdrawal that I had signed. 

251. That was before you left Lisburn? — 

252. You went there for the purpose, I sup- 
pose, of getting that withdrawal away from him? 
— Yes, we did. 

253. Do you mean to say that you were in the 
house with him, and that you never stated to him 
“ That is a withdrawal, and we want it back”? 
— No, we did not say that ; we asked him for 
the paper that we had signed our name to ; we 
did not know that it was a withdrawal ; we never 
meant to withdraw the petition. 

254. Mr. Bonham- Carter.] Did Bulliclc never 
ask the question, then ? — No, never. 

255. Chairman.] When did you sign this 
second paper, dated the 24th of March ? — I signed 
that on the 24th of March. 

256. You signed another paper disclaiming 
your having withdrawn the petition? — Yes. 

257. Where did you sign that paper? — In Mr. 
Jacob Bannister’s. 

258. Who gave it to you to sign ? — Mr. Ber- 
ing’s clerk prepared it in our presence. 

259. Was that before or after the meeting at 
Belfast ? — Afterwards. 

260. It was in consequence of what had hap- 
pened during that interview at Belfast, and of 
Mr. M'Cann refusing to give you back the 
paper that you signed this other document? — 
Yes, that, was it. 

261. .Sir Brands Barimj.] How much of the 

B up 



Mr. . 
W.J. Knox. 

29 April 
1863. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




10 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE BEFORE GENERAL COMMITTEE OF ELECTIONS 



Mr. 

W. J. Knox, paper did you hear read in the course of the inter- 

view which you had with Mr. M‘Cann? — There 

29 April was so much interruption and so much confusion 
1863. that I do not remember a word that there was in 
the paper. 

262. Why did you sign this document, if you 
did not know that you had signed a withdrawal 
at all ? — Through the misrepresentation that he 
had given to it; that it was for evidence, and not 
a withdrawal at all. 

263. You do not understand my question; my 
question is, why, if you did not know that you had 
signed a withdrawal in any way you and Bul- 
lick came to sign that paper which was prepared 
by Mr. Waring’s clerk ? — You mean the dis- 
claimer ; we got that prepared ourselves; we 
were sitting there while it was prepared. 

264. Why did you disclaim doing a thing 
which you did not know you had done? — We 
wanted to disclaim what he had got, as it turned 
out to be. 

265. Who is Mr. Dawson ? — A friend of mine. 

266. Is he an elector ? — Yes. 

267. Is he resident in Lisburn ? — Yes. 

268. Who is Mr. Kennedy? — There is Mr. 
John B. Kennedy, in Lisburn, and Mr. Robert 
Kennedy. 

269. Mr. Wilson is his clerk? — Yes. 

270. What is Mr. Kennedy? — Mr. John B. 
Kennedy is a solicitor or Clerk of the Peace 
there. 

271. Was he an agent for either party ? — He 
is an uncle to the Member. 

272. Sir William Miles. \ Let me recall your 
recollection to the 24th ; you signed a document, 
which you say you did not know anything about, 
early in the morning, that document being 
brought to you by Mr. M‘Cann ? — Yes. 

273. Did you afterwards see Bullick? — I did. 

274. At what time in the day was that? — As 
soon as I could get dressed, I went up to 
Bullick. 

275. Had you and Bullick any conversation 
relative to what you had signed ? — No. 

276. No? — We had a conversation that we 
should go and warn Mr. Barbour against Mr. 
M‘Cann, and against having anything to do with 
him, for that he had got a paper signed by us. 

277. You had no conversation whatever as to 
the nature of the document which you had both 
signed that morning ? — No, indeed, we had not. 

278. You afterwards, fat a public-house, met 
Bullick with M'Cann? — Yes. 

279. And M‘Cann then had with him a paper 
which you had signed? — Yes, he had; but he 
denied having it at first. 

280. You are sure that that was the paper 
which you had signed? — We could not tell 
whether it was or not. 

281. But he read that paper, you say, for 
about a minute, and then ceased reading it? — 
Yes. 

282. If Bullick has stated that from that reading 
he understood it to be a withdrawal of the peti- 
tion, that is not right, is it?— No, I do not think 
it is. 

283. Must you have heard it if Bullick heard 
it ? — Certainly, if he heard it. 

( The following Questions icereput by the Chair- 
man at the request of Mr. M‘Cann.) 

284. Had you and Mr. M'Cann any difference 
or outfall previous to the occasion to which you 
have referred ? — No. 

285. When Mr. M‘Cann called on you on any 



occasion on the subject of the petition, did you 
express any want of confidence in him? — No. 

_ 286. And had you not perfect confidence in 
him from the course of conduct which you knew 
him to have pursued ? — I had perfect confidence 
in him ; whenever I appeared to show any mis- 
trust of him, or any want of confidence in him, 
he got quite angry, and he asked me why I 
should not sign anything that he brought to me 
without hesitation ; and he said that he would not 
take a million of money to withdraw the petition. 

287. When Mr. M'Cann called upon you to 
sign the withdrawal, did you hesitate at all to sign 
it ? — No, I did not. 

288. Did you not read both the documents 
over at your desk in the presence of Mr. Bullick 
and Mr. M‘Cann before you signed them ? — No, 
I did not. 

289. Did you not know that they were with- 
drawals ? — I did not. 

290. Did you not, at the request of Mr. 
M‘Cann, when he called on you on the last occa- 
sion of signing the third withdrawal, take a chair, 
and sit at your own table, in your own drawing- 
room, and read over the document before you 
signed it, on the 24th of March? — No; that was 
when Mi - . M c Cannmade allusion to my mistrusting 
him. I said, “ Would it not be better for Mr. 
Bullick to come down, or for me to go up to 
him?” 

291. Did you not read over that document in 
the presence of Mr. M‘Cann and some other 
person previous to signing it? — No, I did not. 

292. Was any other person present on that 
occasion ? — My wife was. 

293. Can you say that you did not sit down 
and read over that document previous to signing 
it ? — I do say so solemnly. 

294. Did you look at it at all ? — I might have 
glanced at it, but I could not tell a word that was 
in it. 

295. Did you not perfectly understand that it 
was a withdrawal of the petition? — No; Mr. 
M £ Cann stated that the paper was to gain evi- 
dence. He never called it a withdrawal. 

_ 296. What time in the day was this? — Between 
nine and ten o’clock in the morning. 

297. Had you the document in your hands 
previous to signing it? — No; it was on the table. 

298. Did you not read it over? — No; I have 
stated so before. 

299. What time in the day was it after you 
had signed the document that you saw Mr. 
Waring ? — It was in the middle of the day. 

300. At what hour ? — I could not exactly say ; 

I should think between one and two o’clock. 

301. Was that previous to your going to Bel- 
fast to see Mr. M‘Cann ? — Yes. 

302. And was that previous to your seeing Mr. 
Barbour? — I did not see him. 

303. Did you not go with Mr. Bullick to see 
him ? — No. 

304. Did you not go part of the way ? — No. 

305. Where did you go then with Mr. Bul- 
lick on that occasion? — I was going down to 
where I was working. 

306. Had you any interview with Mr. Bullick, 
or with Mr. Wilson previous to Mr. Bullick going 
to Mr. Barbour? — I had an interview with Mr. 
Bullick, when it was agreed that he should go 
and warn Mr. Barbour against Mr. M'Cann. 

_ 307. Was Mr. Wilson present on that occa- 
sion ? —No. 

308. Had you any interview with Mr. Wilson 
at all with regard to his obtaining an interview 

for 
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for you with Mr. Barbour, senior? — I had not, 
except on that evening. Between three and four 
o’clock, coming down Castle-street, Mr. Wilson 
was standing on the steps of Mr. Kennedy’s 
office, and he told me that Mr. Bullick had been 
with Mr. Barbour, and Mr. Wilson said, '' But 

the old could not understand what 

Bullick was saying.” 

309. Was it not at the instance and request of 
Mr. M‘Cann that you signed the first two with- 
drawals on the iOth of March? — Mr. M'Cann 
brought them down for me, as he said, to sign 
them for Mr. Moore. 

310. What aroused your suspicion as to Mr. 
M'Cann after you had signed the third withdrawal 
on the 24th of March ? — What aroused my sus- 
picion first of all was Mr. M'Cann saying he 
would imprison Mr. Barbour. When he was 
going down the stairs, he said he would either 
die very rich or very poor. 

311. Do you recollect on one occasion, after 
the 24th of March, Mr. Moore, Mr. M'Cann, 
and others being at Leonard’s Hotel. Do you 
remember being present in the lobby when Mr. 
Doran and you, and Mr. M'Cann were together? 
—Yes. 

312. Do you not recollect Mr. M'Cann saying 
to you that he thought your conduct was very 
strange in coming down and treating him with 
the disrespect you had in Belfast, inasmuch as he 
had taken no advantage of you in any way, you 
having read over the document in your own 
house ? — No, but I will tell you what he did; he 
pulled out the copy of a letter which he had sent 
to a person at Lisburn. 

313. Did you not express to Mr. M'Cann your 
sorrow for having acted as you had done ? — No, 
I never expressed anything of the kind. 

314. Did not Mr. M'Cann read over the entire 
of that document to you on that occasion in Mr. 
George Ingram’s drawing-room ? — No, he did not. 

315. Did not Mr. M'Cann, after he had read 
it, turn round and say, “ There are your signatures 
to it”? — No, he never did. 

316. What was your object in going to Belfast 
to see Mr. M'Cann ? — To get the paper from 
him. 

317. For what reason? — Because he had no 
right to have it ; that was the reason. 

318. Why should you think that when in 
the morning you did not express the slightest 
hesitation with regard to signing that document ? 
— I should have been very sorry to hinder Mr. 
M'Cann from getting up any evidence that he 
could. 

319. If you thought that the document which 
you signed for Mr. M'Cann was a document for 
the purpose of his obtaining evidence, what was 
your reason for wishing to get it back from him ? 
— He told me he was going to get evidence, and 
that when he got Mr. Barbour’s name to it, he 
would imprison him for four years. 

320. Did you wish to obtain that document 
from Mr. M'Cann when he told you that? — 
Certainly I did. 

321. In the morning when you signed it? — 
In the morning I did not know what it was ; I 
thought it was for evidence. 

322. Did not Mr. M‘Cann tell you that he 
would either make use of it to punish Mr. 
Barbour, if any person should attempt to bribe 
him (Mr. M'Cann) to give up the petition, or 
that he would use it in any proper manner in 
connexion with carrying on the petition?— He 
made no reference to anything good or bad, but 
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he said that if he could just get his evidence he 
would turn round and imprison him for four ^ 
years ; and he said that he would not take a 
million of money to withdraw the petition. 2 

323. Had you any conversation with any per- 
son before you started to Belfast on that day for 
the purpose of seeing Mr. M'Cann and getting 
the paper from him ? — I had not with any one, 
except our local agent, Mr. Warino-. 

324. By whom was the document drawn up 
which you signed afterwards ? — It was drawn up 
by Mr. William Segrave. 

325. Where was it drawn up ? — At Mr. Ban- 
nister’s. 

326. A public-house ? — It was a committee- 
room. 

327. At what hour? — Between 10 and 11 
o’clock. 

328. After you returned from Belfast that 
night? — Tes. 

329. Did you hear Mr. Bullick state, or did 
you state to any person, that you had come to 
Belfast for the purpose of getting that with- 
drawal from Mr. M'Cann; and did you say that 
if you could not succeed in getting it, you would 
sign another?— No; we did not say anything 
of the kind ; we never thought of signing another 
till we had tried every means to get from Mr. 
M'Cann the paper that he had. 

330. Was there any conversation at all between 
any person and you, or between Mr. Bullick and 
any person with regard to getting that document 
from Mr. M'Cann, to the effect that in case you 
did not succeed in getting the paper from him 
you would sign another ? — No. 

331. Did Mr. Bullick never tell you so 9 — 

No. J 

332. What kept you waiting till six or seven 
o’clock at night before going to Belfast to see 
Mr. M'Cann ? — It was not convenient for us to 
getaway; Mr. Bullick and I were both employed 
in business; we had men working for us, and we 
went when it was convenient for us to go. 

333. Do you not know that in the meantime 
there was an arrangement made with Mr. Bar- 
bour, senior, for an interview with you and Mr. 
Bullick ; and did you not wait till after five 
o’clock for that purpose? — I did not; I never 
wanted to see Mr. Barbour further than to warn 
him against Mf* M'Cann. 

334. Did you warn him at all ? — I did not, but 
Mr. Bullick did ; and that was all I wanted. 

335. How do you know that Mr. Bullick 
warned him? — It was arranged between Mr. 
Bullick and me that he should warn him. 

336. At what hour did you arrange to warn 
Mr. Barbour?— I think it was about twelve or 
one o’clock. 

337. At what time did you arrange with Mr. 
Bullick to see Mr. Barbour? — About 11 o’clock, 
as soon as I got dressed. 

338. Did you express the slightest want of 
confidence in Mr. M'Cann on that morning when 
you signed the document ? — I did not. 

339. Had you seen Mr. Waring previous to 
your arranging an interview with Mr. Barbour? 

— I had not ; I did not want an interview with 
Mr. Barbour. 

340. How did you know that an interview was 
to take place between Mr. Bullick and Mr. 
Barbour? — I have stated before that Mr. Bullick 
and I had arranged that we should let Mr. Barbour 
know by some means what had been done, and 
that we should warn him against Mr. M'Cann. 

341. Did you know, or did you not know, at 

2 that 
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that time the nature of the document that you 
• had signed in the morning? — I did not. 

342. What relation is James Dawson to you ? 
— Brother-in-law. 

343. Is lie your wife’s brother? — Yes. 

344. Did you ever employ Mr. Moore to present 
this petition to Parliament against Mr. Barbour? 
—Yes. 

345. You employed him, did you? — He was 
our law agent. 

^ 340. Did you employ him as a petitioner ? — 

347. Have you paid him any money on account 
of expenses? — Yes: I believe there has been 
some money paid him. 

348. Have you paid him any money yourself? 
— No, I have paid him none. 

349. Sir Francis Baring.] You have stated to 
the Committee that you signed three documents ; 
two on the day after you signed the election 
petition, and the one which we are discussing 
now. Did Mr. M'Cann represent all three of 
them to be documents for the purpose of gaining 
evidence? — No; he said the first two were for 
Mr. Moore. 

350. 1 )id he give no explanation of what they 
were? — He did not say what they were. 

351. When you put your name to the docu- 
ment, was it folded so that you could see nothing 
but your name? — He brought them out of his 
pocket, and just laid them down upon the desk, 
and told me to bring forward a pen, and sign them. 

352. Were they laid before you open, or folded 
in any way ? — Open. 

353. When you put your name to the docu- 
ment, did it strike you at all that it was addressed 
to the House of Commons ? — No. 

354. But you must have seen that, surelv ? — I 
did not. see it. 

355. What line of business are you in?— I am 
a plumber and gas-fitter. 

356. You give your evidence with great intelli- 
gence. Do you mean to say that you put your 
name there, and that it. never struck you, by anv 
chance, that in large letters at. the ton it apoeared 
to be addressed to the House of Commons? — No ; 

1 never thought of anything in that way. 

357. But, without thinking of it, the paper 
being laid before you in that shape, did you not 
observe that, in large letters at the top, the paper 
was addressed to the Honourable the House of 
Commons? — No, indeed, 1 did not. 

358. And, lower down, where you must have 
been putting vour hand almost, if speaks of “the 
said petition;" did that never strike you? — No, 
it never did. 

359. Are you short sighted at all ? — Indeed I 
am not; it was from want of suspicion of Mr. 
M'Cann. 

360. Sir William Miles.] Mr. M'Cann was in 
your general confidence up to that time, was he 
not. ? — Yes. 

361 In what position, as regards the election, 
was Mr. M'Cann? — I have seen him writing 
several times when I was in and out of the com- 
mittce-room for Mr. Moore. 

362. Was lie a clerk to Mr. Moore at that 
time? — 1 could not say what, he was, but he was 
writing for Mr. Moore. 

363. And he was trusted by the committee? 
—He was. 

364. Therefore, on that account, you signed 
the document which he put before you? — Yes; 
that was the whole reason. 

365. Mr. Bonham- Carter.'] How do you know 



that he was writing for Mr. Moore ? — I have 
seen him writing. 

366. But how do you know that he was writing 
for Mr. Moore ? — Because they were his papers 
and his business ; there was no other clerk there. 

367. Was Mr. Moore there also? — He was 
there sometimes. 

368. And did he treat Mr. M’Cann as his 
clerk? — He permitted him to write and direct, 
and one thing and another. 

369. Did you see Mr. Moore give any instruc- 
tions to Mr. M‘Cann? — Indeed I did not, 

370. When you first signed these two docu- 
ments, you have stated that Mr. M‘Cann pre- 
sented them to you as documents which Mr. 
Moore required to have signed? — Yes. 

371. Did he, when he presented the three 
documents to you, state that it was of the same 
nature as the two first? — No. 

372. Did he make any reference to the two 
first?— He did not, 

373. Did lie say anything about the two first 
at that time at all ? — No, he did not. 

(At the request of Mr. M c Cann the folio icing 
questions were put by the Chairman.') 

374. Did you not know that Mr. M'Cann was 
not clerk to Mr. Moore, and that he had been for 
22 years with the Crown Solicitor for the county 
of Antrim ? — As far as I understood, Mr. M'Cann 
was out of Mr. Vernon’s employment altogether, 
and pushed himself into Mr. Moore’s employment. 

375. Was not Mr. M'Cann in Mr. Vernon’s 
employment at the time you signed that docu- 
ment on the 24th of March ? — If he was, he was 
making a very bad use of his time. 

376. Had Mr. Moore any office in Lisburn, or 
had you ever seen him before until the occasion 
of that election ? — Yes. 

377. Where? — He had committtee-rooms there. 

378. Where had you seen him previous to the 
election. He never was in Lisburn before, to 
your knowledge, was he? — I was not acquainted 
with him. 

379. Do you know where his office is at all? — 
Do you mean in Lisburn ? 

380. Anywhere? — I know where the com- 
mittee-room was. 

381. Do you know where Mr. Moore’s place 
of business is? — Y'es. 

382. Where is it? — In Dublin. 

383. That is 72 miles from Lisburn ? — Yes. 

384. Were you ever in Mr. Moore’s office in 
Dublin ? — Never. 

385. And you never had any conversation with 
him about the petition after the election was 
over? — No. 

386. How long have you known Mr. M'Cann? 
— I really cannot say ; but i have known him a 
long time. 

387. From his childhood, have you not? — I 
cannot say how long I have known him, 

388. Is he not a native of the town of Lisburn, 
as you are yourself? — I believe so. 

389. And have you not known him for the last 
22 years ? — I could not say. 

390. Do you not know that he has been for 
many years in the employ of Mr. Vernon ; and 
that, in fact, lie was never out of it for 22 years ? 
— I believe he has been a long time in his em- 
ployment, 

391. And therefore you knew perfectly well 
that he was not the clerk of Mr. Moore in any 
shape or way ? — I did not. 

392. Did you not know that he was no clerk 

of 
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of Mr. Moore’s? — I know he was writing for him. 

393. Do yon know what the writing was in 
connexion with? — No. 

394. Mr. Bonham- Carter.'] Have you made 
any statement that was taken down in writing 
with reference to this matter ? — Not that I 
know of. 

395. Not at any time? — Not that I know of. 

396. A statement has been laid before us, which 
purports to be a statement made by you ; have 
you seen it? — No. 



397. It purports to be a statement made by you i 
of what took place on the subject-matter before 
the Committee ; but you do not acknowledge it 
to be a statement made by yourself? — Yes; there 
was a statement. 

398. Sir Francis Baring .] When you were 
asked to sign the third paper, did Mr. M'Cann 
state to you, “ It is all right; it is just the same 
as that you signed for Mr. Moore?” — Yes. 

399. He said that? — Yes ; he did. 



Mr. William Seg rave, called in; and Examined. 



400. Chairman.'] Are you clerk to Mr. Lucas 
Waving, a solicitor, at Lisburn? — Yes. 

401. Was Mr. Waring, of Lisburn, the local 
agent and solicitor to William Knox and Moses 
Bullick, the petitioners against the return of Mr. 
Barbour ? — I believe so. 

402. You know, I suppose, whether your em- 
ployer was agent or not? — Yes, I think he was. 

403. Do you recollect the 24th of March last? 
— I do. 

404. Do you recollect William Knox and 
Moses Bullick coining to Mr. Waring to make a 
communication to him respecting any document 
they had signed? — Yes; about ten o’clock on 
that day, or about that time, they came and 
asked to see Mr. Waring, and they saw him, and 
I was present. 

405. "Will you have the goodness to state what 
occurred during that interview ? — They stated to 
Mr. Waring that they had signed a document for 
Mr. Alexander M‘Cann that morning, the nature 
of which they stated they did not understand. 
Mi - . Waring feeling suspicions about it, told them 
they should proceed after him wherever they 
thought he was ; and they stated that they 
thought he was in Belfast, upon which Mr. 
Waring said that I ought to accompany them 
there, which I did; and we went by the six 
o’clock train. 

406. Was that all that passed between Knox, 
Bullick, and Mr. Waring? — That is all, I think. 
They could not state the nature of what they 
had signed, and, therefore, Mr. Waring could 
give them no great advice about it, but to go after 
Mr. M‘Cann and see the document, if possible ; 
they stated that they had not read it over, and 
that it was not read to them. 

407. Did they state that they had any suspi- 
cions as to the nature of the document they had 
signed ? — They could not. tell what it was. 

408. Did Mr. Waring suggest to them any 
suspicion as to the nature of the document ?— 
Mr. Waring said it might probably be something 
in the withdrawal way that might injure the 
petition. I think he said that it might be that. 

409. Were you present from the very com- 
mencement of the interview? — Yes, I was there 
all the time. 

410. Had Mr. Waring reason to believe, to 
your knowledge, that there was likely to be an 
attempt to get a signature to a withdrawal of the 
petition ? — I think he had no idea of it till they 
came, and then suspicions arose within his mind, 
I suppose, at the suggestion of Mr. Waring. 

411. Then you went with the petitioners to 
Belfast? — I did. 

412. Will you state, if you please, what passed 
there ; where did you go to ? — To a public- 
house, in fact, called George Ingram’s. George 
Ingram is the proprietor ; lie was not there when 

0.68. u 



we went in, so we sat down in a room, and Mr. 
Ingram made his appearance, and we said that we 
wanted to see Mr. M‘Cann ; he said, that he had 
been there some short time before, but that he 
had gone out ; I forget where he had gone, but he 
said he would either go or send for him. There 
was a M r. Dawson there with me at the time. I 
forgot to say that he accompanied me with the 
petitioners. 

413. Who is Mr. Dawson? — A brother-in-law, 
I think, of the petitioner Knox. 

414. Do you say that he went from Lisburn 
with you by the train ? — Yes, Ido; I forgot to 
state that. 

415. What took place ? — Mr. Dawson, as well 
as I can remember, and Mr. Ingram, both went 
out in search of Mr. M'Cann; we sat there a 
considerable time, I suppose for an hour and up- 
wards, and Mr. M'Cann did not make his appear- 
ance till half-past eight. I think when he came 
into the room where we were sitting, that is 
where Bullick, Knox, and myself were, Mr. 
Bullick asked him to show him the document 
that he had signed that morning : he said that he 
had no document about him then ; in fact, that 
he had left it at home. When he was pressed for 
it by both of them simultaneously to show it (that 
is by both the petitioners), he then said that he 
had left it at home in his desk; I think he said. I 
remarked at the time that it was improper not to 
show the document. Then they told him that he 
must have the document about him, as they had 
heard that he had shown it to some person in the 
house ; I think they said to Mr. Ingram, as well 
as I can remember. 

416. Did they say anything to him with re- 
ference to the nature of the document? — Cer- 
tainly not ; for they did not know what it was. 

417. What took place then? — When they 
pressed him, he said : “ Well, in fact I have not 
got it at all,” and he went, about the room ; it is 
a very small place ; and at last he said : “ I will 
not show it in the presence of a third party”; 
meaning me, 1 suppose ; “ but if you will come 
up-stairs, I think I can satisfy you.” I think those 
were the words he used. He did not say lie 
would show them the document. They then both 
went up-stairs ; that is, the petitioners did. 

418. Did anybody go up with them ? — Yes ; 
one of them said, I forget which now, “ Then 
as you will not let Mr. Segrave accompany you, 
have you any objection to let Mr. Dawson ?” 
that is the person I mentioned before. They all 
went up-stairs then : he did not seem to ob- 
ject to that. They went up-stairs, and I do not 
know what took place there ; they stayed up 
there a considerable time, and I remained below; 

419. For how long, do you suppose, they were 
there ? — I suppose they were up there about half- 
an-hour ; I should think so. 

3 420. When 
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I\ir. W. 42CL When they returned to you what hap- 
Segrave. pened ? — When they came down stairs I said to 

~ — them: “Well, I suppose you are quite satisfied 

29 Rfi Pril now » und >' ou havc £een ^is paper.” They did 
1 °°3- not make any answer to that. 

421. Did they complain to you that they had 
not seen the document that they wanted to see ? — 
They said that they had it not in their hands, 
that the document was not handed at all to them 
to read, and Mr. Bullick told me that he would 
much rather have had the document in his hands 
to read. 

422. Did they tell you it was read to them ? — 
I think they did. 1 think they said that the 
document was read to them by Mr. M‘Cann. 

423. Did they then state anything as to the 
nature of the document ? — No ; indeed they could 
not tell me anything about it. 

424. What do you mean by saying they could 
not tell you anything about it? — They did not 
seem to understand it ; although it appears it was 
read up-stairs, they did not seem to understand 
what it was, at least they did not tell me what it 
was. 

425. What happened after that ? — Then, I 
think, Mr. M‘Cann addressed me in this way : 
“It is a fine night, Mr. Segrave;” and I told 
him not to address me ; that is what passed then. 

426. Mr. Walpole .] For what purpose did he 
address you ? — I think it was without reference to 
what had been going on. 

427. Chairman .] All this time was there no 
conversation between you and Knox, or Bullick, 
with reference to that document being a with- 
drawal ? — No, certainly not; they did not seem 
to understand it; or if they did, they did not 
explain it to me. 

428. What happened after that; where did 
you separate? — We went out towards the door 
then, to go away. There was a car at the door 
to take us to the train, and Mr. M‘Cann came to 
the door, and I told him that his conduct was 
highly improper. I told him that he would have 
to give up the document, or that it would be nul- 
lified, probably when Bullick and I and Knox 
went to Lisburn. He replied: “When I do 
business, I do it properly;” those were the words 
he used. 

429. At that time was there no allusion to the 
nature of the document ? — None whatever. I 
dare not ask Mr. M‘Cann anything about it; he 
Avould give no answer. 

430. But when you told him his conduct was 
highly improper, did you not explain to him what 
you meant by that ? — That it was highly improper 
in not letting the parties read the document that 
he had ; that is that he would not allow them to 
have it in their own hands; that was what I meant. 

431. At Lisburn, before you started, was there 
no conversation as to the nature of the document 
that they had signed? — No; when they were at 
Mr. Waring’s, they did not seem to know what 
they had signed ; they stated distinctly that they 
did not read it, nor was it read for them ; they 
stated that in my presence, and in the presence 
of Mr. "YY aring ; and it was in consequence of 
that that Mr. Waring became suspicious. The 
words he said were these :— “ It may probably be 
something in the nature of a withdrawal, and 
you had better go to Belfast to see those men and 
ascertain what it. is, and you had better take 
feegrave with you.” 

432. Then do you mean to say that after that 
there was no allusion in Belfast to a withdrawal? 

do not think that I heard the word “ with- 



drawal ” mentioned. I wanted to see the document 
myself, and the wish of the parties was that the 
document should be read in my presence, but 
Mr. M‘Cann would not allow that. 

433. You went back that night to Lisburn 
with those two men?— I went back that evening 
to Lisburn, and there was a meeting held at the 
Conservative-room, at Mr. Bannister’s. 

434. Did you go there with the petitioners, 
Knox and Bullick ? — Yes ; but Dawson was not 
with us. 

435^ You went to Mr. Bannister’s ? — Yes, and 
Mr. Waring was there. 

436. Who is Mr. Bannister? — In fact his house 
is a sort of tavern ; it was a room where a meet- 
ing of the Conservatives was during the election. 

437. What took place at Mr. Bannister’s? 

That a document should be drawn up in the 
nature of a disclaimer. 

438. A disclaimer of what? — A disclaimer of 
the document they had signed in the mornino-, 
and that document was accordingly drawn up. 

439. Was there any reference to the nature of 
the document? — Yes, I myself put that in; I 
recited it in consequence of an idea I had that 
it might be so, though there was no mention of it 
during our talk with Mr. M‘Cann at all. 

440. Is this, which I now show you, the docu- 
ment to which you have last referred ? — Yes, that 
is it. 

441. That is a document drawn up by you ? 

That is a document drawn up by me, and it was 
signed in my presence by the petitioners. 

442. Mr. Walpole.'] Is the body of that docu- 
ment your handwriting?— Yes, the whole of the 
body is mine. 

443. Was it drawn up by the instructions of 
Mr. Waring, your principal ?— It was ; he was 
present at the time. 

444. That document was forwarded to the 
Speaker of the House of Commons ? — I believe 
60 ; I enveloped it, and it was given by Mr. 
Waring to a man of the name of Thomas 
M‘Crosky, a law-messenger, and he went to 
Dublin and delivered it, as I understood, to Mr. 
Moore, w'ho was the agent. 

445. Sir Francis Baring.] When this conver- 
sation, at which you were present, took place 
between the petitioners and Mr. Waring before 
you went to Belfast, did the petitioners mention 
any tiling about Mr. Barbour? — No, not in my 
presence. 

446. Did they say that they had seen Mr. 
Barbour ?— No, not that I remember. 

447. Did Mr. Waring question them as to what 
they supposed to be the nature of the document ? 

He did not question them ; it is remarkable 
that he did not question them ; it was only hinted 
at by himself. 

448. But did they state at all that they thought 
that there was some plan of Mr. M‘Cann’s to 
entrap Mr. Barbour?— No, I did not hear that 
before Mr. Waring. 

449. You say you did not hear it ; did not you 
hear all that passed?— Yes,’ and I do not think 
that that could have been mentioned ; I think 
that if anything of the kind had been said I must 
have remembered it. 

450. Chairman.] Did you see Mr. Barbour on 
that day ? — No. 

451. Mr. Bonham- Cartel-.] When Bullick and 
Knox came down-stairs at the public-house in 
Belfast, did they then seem to be convinced that 
it was a withdrawal that they had signed ? — No, 

I had no such impression. 

452. But 
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452. But did they mention the withdrawal then 
or not? — Not to my memory; they seemed to 
keep so close as to the nature of it that I did not 
know what it was. 

453. Did they communicate to you at that 
time any impression on their part as to what the 
document was ? — They told me they did not un- 
derstand it ; those were the words that Bullick, I 
think, or Knox (I forget which), said. 

454. Six William Miles.'] You undertook to draw 
up that document (the counter petition), first of 
all by the orders of Mr. Waring ? — Yes ; the 
disclaimer, as we call it. 

455. And that was founded upon the evidence 
that was given by the two petitioners in Mr. 
Waring’s office, I suppose ? — Yes ; it was founded 
on their suspicions about this document, on what 
had taken place between them and Mr. M‘Cann 
up-stairs in Ingram’s house, and what they stated 
at Mr. Waring’s, that they had signed a docu- 
ment, and Mr. Waring’s suspicion that it might 
be a withdrawal. 

1 ' 456. If the two petitioners had told you when 
you were at Belfast, and when you were ex- 
cluded from that conversation which took place 
up-stairs, that they had known the document 
they had signed to be a withdrawal of the peti- 
tion, would you have stated in your counter- 
petition these words : “ Now, we hereby utterly 
disclaim our knowledge of the contents, nature, 
or effect of the same ; and that, if same (when 
presented to your Honourable House) shall prove 
to be an abandonment of said petition by us, that 
same has been extracted from us through error 
and ignorance of the contents and effect thereof, 
and we utterly renounce the same, and any inten- 
tion whatever on our part to relinquish said peti- 
tion”? — The reason why I put those words in 
was because it struck me that it might be so ; at 
the time I drew that document I had the Act of 
Parliament with me, and I thought it might be 
so, and accordingly I put it in ; but I did not do 
that from any previous knowledge that they gave 
me about it. 

457. Should yeu have put that in if, through 
their communications, you had been aware that 
they knew the document they had signed to be a 
withdrawal of the petition? — If they had stated 
to me that it was a withdrawal, I think I would 
have put it in. 

458. Mr. Walpole.] In the body of the petition 
there is a recital to this effect : “ Whereas a cer- 
tain person of the name of Alexander M‘Cann, 
representing himself as the clerk or agent of 
James Hamilton Moore, our solicitor, upon this 
day produced a certain document, purporting to 
be under the 8th section of the Elections’ Petition 
Act, 1848, and to be a withdrawal of said peti- 
tion under said section ; and which, in ignorance 
of its nature, and placing implicit reliance in said 
Alexander M‘Cann, we signed”? — I have stated 
already that, in consequence of my knowledge of 
the section of the Act of Parliament, I put that 
in myself ; but I did not do that from any know- 
ledge they gave me. 

459. But in that recital you do state affirma- 
tively on their part that it was a withdrawal of 
the petition? — Probably that appeal's on it, but 
that was not from any information they gave me ; 
it struck me when 1 was drawing it that it was 
very likely a withdrawal. 

4C0. Did that occur to your own mind ? — That 
occurred to my own mind ; not from any infor- 
mation of the petitioners. 

0.68. B 



461. Were any instructions given to you by 
Mr. Waring as. to that ? — I think not ; he left it 
to myself, and I had the Act of Parliament with 
me when I drew it. 

462. Then the Committee may consider that 
the body of that document was drawn up by you 
after instructions from Mr. Waring, and that 
you drew it in such words as you thought would 
represent the facts of the case ? — Indeed, I think 
so; Mr. Waring left it to me to draw up such 
a document as I thought necessary, supposing it 
was a withdrawal. 

463. That is the very thing I want to know ; 
whether he did it, supposing it was a withdrawal 
or not? — Mr. Waring gave me no instructions 
about it. 

464. Was that paper read over to the peti- 
tioners? — Certainly. 

465. And did they seem to understand it ? — 
They seemed to understand it then. 

466. And they signed it in your presence? — I 
declare that if I had asked them about the word 
“ withdrawal,” I doubt whether they would have 
understood it or not ; but it was read to them, 
and they signed it ; and they were stating to me 
all the time how they had been taken ill, and so 
on, and complaining very much. I did not mind 
that; I just drew up what I thought a proper 
document. 

467. Sir William Miles.] But Mr. Waring, 
from the first, when the two petitioners came to 
him, thought that possibly it might be a with- 
drawal of the petition, and sent you with the two 
petitioners to Belfast? — Yes; that thought struck 
him. 

468. And, therefore, you fulfilled the original 
instructions that had been given you as to draw- 
ing up the document ? — I did, as well as I could. 

469. Chairman.] Had you any reason to sus- 
pect that tli ere would be any attempt to obtain a 
withdrawal? — Certainly not; until at that time I 
had great confidence in Mr. M‘Cann from his 
own declaration ; for I had been sitting with him 
two or three nights when he was taking down 
evidence as to the petition to be presented, and I 
could not imagine that he would do anything of 
the kind. 

470. Did you know anything about any othe 
withdrawals having been signed ? — No, none. 

471. Not previously to that time? — No, not 
previously. 

472. Sir Francis Baring.] Did you take down 
the statements of the petitioners in writing at 
all ? — No ; upon this withdrawal point 1 took 
down no statement from them, save that when I 
came back to Lisburn I drew up that document. 

473. Nothing else but that document? — No- 
thing but that document ; I believe that Mr. 
M‘Cann drew up all the evidence about the wit- 
nesses. 

474. The evidence in support of the petition ? 
— Yes. 

475. The question is with reference to the 
evidence as to this withdrawal? — 1 know nothing 
about that. 

476. Nor Mr. Waring ? — No ; I am sure that 
Mi - . Waring never put pen to paper about it, to 
my knowledge. 

( The following Questions toere put by the Chairman, 
at the request of Mr. M‘ Cann.) 

477. Do you know William M'Cracken and 

William Graham ? — I have some knowledge of 
4 them. 
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them. I know William M'Cracken, from his 
being a clerk in Mr. Waring’s office, or an assist- 
ant. 

478. Living in your own house? — He resides 
there. 

479. Are you aware that those persons were 
actively employed on behalf of Mr. Barbour dur- 
ing the late election ? — I do not know. It has 
been stated to me that they were. 

480. Are you not aware that they were paid a 
certain sum of money for their services ? — They 
told me they were. I did not see them paid. 

481. Did you not induce those two young men 

to turn round and assist Mr. M‘Cann in getting- 
evidence in support of the petition against Mr. 
Barbour? — Certainly not. Mr. M'Cann was 

very active himself in picking up everything he 
could. 

482. Did you not expect to get a certain 
amount of compensation hereafter, provided this 
petition had gone on, and Mr. Barbour had been 
unseated; did you not expect to get a sum of 
money for your services from some body or the 
other?— No. 

483. Are you not disappointed by reason of 
the turn that the matter has taken? — I do 
not think I shall gain or lose anything by 
it, and I never expected to gain anything ; I 
was not in the tally-room, or anything of the 
sort. 

484. Are you not really disappointed at the 
course which this matter has taken ? — Certainly 
not. 

485. Are you glad that the petition is going 
to be withdrawn, or that it has been withdrawn ? 
— I am neither glad nor sorry ; J, did not mix 
myself up with it. 

486. Did you read over this paper that has 
been referred to to the petitioners, or to either 
of them, previously to their signing it? — Cer- 
tainly. 

487. Where? — At Bannister’s. 

488. Was Mr. Waring present on that occa- 
sion ? — Yes. 

489. Did Mr. Waring take any part in the 
preparation of the document? — He did not; I 
got his instructions to draw up a document, which 



I did according to the section of the Act of Par- 
liament. 

490. But you advised Mr. Waring- as to the 
whole thing yourself, you acting quite indepen- 
dent of him ? — I did not advise him ; he left it to 
me to draw up. 

491. Did you ever tell John Kennedy that 
you knew there was a second withdrawal signed 
by Knox and Bullick? — Never; I do not think 
I ever had any conversation scarcely with Ken- 
nedy about it. Mr. Kennedy takes affidavits, 
and sometimes comes up to the office ; but I cer- 
tainly, so far as my memory serves me, had no 
conversation with him upon the subject. We 
might, perhaps, laugh about the Election and the 
turn it was taking. 

492. Had you any conversation with Mr. Ken- 
nedy on the subject of the withdrawal of the 
Election Petition ? — No. 

493. Did you never state to him that there was 
a second withdrawal in existence? — Never; I 
have said before that I had no conversation with 
him about the withdrawal ; never. 

494. Are you not influenced against Mr. 
M‘Cann on account of the withdrawal of this 
petition ? — Certainly, I feel that it was not a very 
proper thing for him to have done ; I feel that 
as a person residing in Lisburn. 

495 Do you not know, or do you not believe 
that Mr. M'Cann has suffered a serious loss ? — 
I do not believe one bit of it. 

496. Did Bullick ever tell you that he would 
come down to Belfast, and that when he got 
hold of the withdrawal he would cut his name 
from it? — No, he did not mention the word with- 
drawal ; the paper is what he said. 

497. Did he say that, acting under your 
advice ? — Certainly not ; it emanated freely and 
spontaneously from himself and his co-petitioner ; 

I never advised him to do anything of the kind. 

498. Did you not advise him to come down to 
Belfast, and by physical force endeavour to 
procure that document from Mr. M‘Cann ? — 
No; but I heard them say afterwards that if 
they could have got it from Mr. M‘Cann by 
physical force, they would have taken it from 
him, but that he was armed with revolvers. 



Mr. James Hamilton Moore, called in ; and Examined. 
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499. Chairman.'] You ax-e a solicitor ? — I am. 

500. Where do you x-eside ? — In Dublin. 

501. Were you the agent to the petitioners 
who signed the petition against the return of Mr. 
Barbour ? — Yes. 

502. You were not present, I suppose, when 
they signed the petition ? — I was present when 
they signed the petition. 

503. Were you present next day at their 
signing any document? — No, I was not; I am 
not aware of their having signed any document 
the next day ; I think it was on the same day ; 
I know it was on the same visit. I intrusted the 
document to Mi-. M‘Cann. 

504. Who was Mr. M e Cann? — Alexander 

M‘Cann. 

505. What was his connection with you? — 
He was originally a member of Mr. Vernon’s 
committee, as I understood, and having been re- 
commended by the committee to me, as a person 
who was enabled to attend to the business of the 



petition in Lisburn, he attended in the com- 
mittee-rooms. 

506. Then he was employed, in fact, by you ? 
—-No, not directly by me ; I accepted his ser- 
vices through the committee. 

507. Was he intrusted with the petition? — 
He was not. 

508. Who was intrusted with the petition ? — 
I, myself, brought the petition to Lisburn. 

509. Did you give him any other documents 
besides the petition, to obtain the signatures of 
William J ohn Knox and Moses Bullick ? — I did. 

510. What were those documents ? — An au- 
thority to withdraw the petition, and a duplicate 
of it. 

511. Mr. Walpole.] What was the date of’ 
that ?— I thought it was on the same day as the 
signing of the petition; but I believe it was on 
the morning after, before I left Lisburn. 

512. Chairman.] Wei-e those document re- 
turned to you? — Yes. 

513. Signed 
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513. Signed by the petitioners? — Yes, and I 
have them in my possession now. 

514. For what purpose were they obtained? — 
That requires explanation. The petitioners 
whose names were signed to the petition, were 
nominated at a public meeting of the Conserva- 
tives of Lisburn. The petition was adopted at 
that meeting, and those two persons were nomi- 
nated with their own consent, to prosecute that 
petition. The meeting was a meeting entirely of 
the promoters of the petition, and it was my duty 
to put them in such a position that, having the 
control of the petition, they should have the 
power, if their object was attained, by the retire- 
ment of Mr. Barbour, or if they failed in getting 
evidence to establish their case, of withdrawing 
the petition without expense to the parties. It 
was in pursuance of a resolution that the petition 
was presented ; it was, in fact, a petition by the 
body, though in the name of individuals, and the 
object of having the withdrawal was to enable 
them to act upon it, if it should be desirable to 
do so. 

515. Mr. Walpole."} Then these two duplicate 
papers were prepared by you with a view to ul- 
terior measures, and they were to be used in case 
you should consider them necessary? — Yes; the 
object was to place the persons who adopted the 
petition in the position of the petitioners them- 
selves, so that they might withdraw the petition 
if they felt it necessary or prudent to do so, 
either in the event of Mr. Barbour’s retirement 
or in the event of their not being able to make 
out such a complete chain of evidence as would 
support the petition. If the Committee will allow 
me, I will hand in the petition, which was also in 
duplicate. It was adopted by the meeting, and 
was signed by the parties present. It is, in fact, 
the petition of the persons who attended the 
meeting. 

The Witness produced the petition referred 
to, signed by several electors of the Borough 
of Lisburn ; and also duplicate copies of the 
paper referred to, signed William John 
Knox and Moses Bullick, and addressed to 
the Right Honourable the Speaker of the 
House of Commons ; which paper was as 
follows : —“That the undersigned, William 
John Knox and Moses Bullick, being the 
petitioners complaining of an undue election 
and return for the Borough of Lisburn, here- 
by beg to inform you that it is not our in- 
tention to proceed with the said petition.” 

I should state that this resolution {producing it) 
was passed by the meeting : “ That this petition 
be adopted and presented to Parliament, and that 
Messrs. Moses Bullick and William John Knox 
be requested to sign the petition on behalf of this 
meeting.” Accordingly the petition was signed 
by Mr. Bullick and Mr. Knox, against the 
return. 

516. Now, the next petition? — There was no 
other petition ; the one I have produced is a du- 
plicate of that which was presented to the House ; 
it is precisely the same, except that it is signed 
only by two petitioners. 

517. Mr. Bonham Carter.} By Knox and 
Bullick ? — Yes. 

518. They had not signed the resolution, I see ? 
— No, because they are named in the resolution 
as the persons to sign the petition on behalf of 
the body. 

0 . 68 . 



519. Mr. Walpole.} By whom were those two 
documents, which you have produced, purport- 
ing to be withdrawals, prepared ? — By me. 

520. What was done with them ? — They were 
kept in my possession. 

521. They are both signed ? — Yes, the reason 
why I had them in duplicate was, that I was 
afraid of being late for the Belfast post. 

522. Have you kept them in your possession 
ever since ? — One of them ; the other I sent 
over with the petition. 

523. To your agents in London? — Yes. 

524. W ere they ever made use of ? — No, they 
could not be without a resolution of the same 
body who had adopted the petition. I stated at 
the meeting that it was my intention to have 
them signed, but that they could not be made 
any use of except on a resolution passed by the 
body who had adopted the petition. 

525. Was Mr. M'Cann aware that those 
documents had been signed ? — He was. 

526. The documents purporting to be with- 
drawals ? — Yes. 

527. Sir Francis Baring.} Were Mr. Bullick 
and Mr. Knox present at this meeting? — Yes, 
both of them. 

528. They were present when you made that 
statement ? — Yes. 

529. And they must have heard you state that 
these papers which they were to sign purported 
to be withdrawals? — They should have heard 
me. 

530. And it is your belief that they knew 
what they were signing ? — I think so; I would 
not attempt to deceive them at all. I stated the 
thing publicly, and I should think Mr. M'Cann 
also stated it when he got them signed, 

531. Did you instruct Mr. M‘Cann to procure 
any other withdrawals ? — Certainly not ; nor did 
I hear of such a tiling until I got notice by a 
special messenger of it, on the 25th, I think. I 
received, on the morning of the 25th, upon the 
arrival of the express train from Belfast, that 
document that has been put in, called a “ dis- 
claimer,” by the hands of Thomas M'Crosky, 
who has been spoken of, accompanied by a note 
from Mr. Waring. 

532. What was the note of Mr. Waring ? — 
It is dated Lisburn, 25th March 1863: — “Lis- 
burn Election. — Dear Sir, — I send you an ex- 
traordinary document arising out of Mr. 
M'Cann’s nonsense in getting the petitioners to 
sign a document withdrawing the petition, for 
what purpose we cannot ascertain from him, but 
hope it is not for a bad purpose ; he, however, 
will not give it up, and you will have to come 
down at once, as you are the only one likely to 
manage him or keep him in any bounds. I send 
M'Closkey, who can relate to you all the par- 
ticulars. Yours very truly, Lucas Waring.” 

533. What did you do with that ? — I forwarded 
it immediately by that post to my agents in 
London. That was written on the 25th. 

534. Sir Francis Baring.} Having in your 
possession these papers withdrawing the petition 
subsequent to the time of the petition being pre- 
sented, what authority had you for detaining 
them? — I stated distinctly at the meeting that 
those withdrawals could not be acted on without 
the same authority as that which had adopted 
the petition ; the object was to simplify the 
matter, so that if the meeting assembled again, 
and came to a determination to withdraw the 
petition, they might be in a position to act upon 
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that resolution at once, even in the absence of 
the individual petitioners. 

535. Then they were left in your hands to be 
used according to subsequent directions ? — Yes. 

536. Suppose Bullick and Knox had chosen to 
insist on your forwarding them to the House of 
Commons, would you have done so ? — They were 
constituent members of the body by whom the 
petition had been adopted, and they were acting 
with that body. 

537. And do you say that they understood this 
arrangement to which you have referred ? — Yes; 
they understood it perfectly well. 

538. You had two withdrawals in your hands ? 
— Two withdrawals ; they were in duplicate. 

539. And you were to use them or not, accord- 
ing to circumstances? — Yes, under the directions 
of the body, by a resolution, because I was sub- 
sequently asked as to that. 

540. Mr. Bonham Carter .] Supposing those 
two persons who had signed this document, which 
became a valid document in your hands, had come 
to you jointly and requested you to forward it to 
the Speaker, should you have considered yourself 
bound to forward it or not?— No, I could not 
have done so without the direction of the persons 
whose nominees Knox and Bullick were. 

541. Chairman.] You were very much asto- 
nished, I suppose, when you found that Mr. 
M'Cann had got this other withdrawal? — I was. 
I had perfect confidence in Mr. M'Cann at the 
time, and assumed that what he had done 
could not have been done for any improper 
purpose. I wrote to him on that occasion, and 
told him in my letter that I had forwarded the 
document to England. 

( The folloioiny Questions were -put by the Chairman, 
at the request of Mr. M‘Cann.) 

542. Will you be good enough to state who 
employed you with regard to this election peti- 
tion ?— The first employment I had was the day 
of the polling at Lisburn, which I think was the 
21st February. I was spoken to by several of 
the electors on the subject, and they begged me 
to turn my attention to it, some of our men 
having unexpectedly on that day disappointed us. 

543. Will you state the names? — I do not 
think that I ought to mention them. 

544. Will you produce Mr. M‘Cann’s first 
letter to you on the subject of this petition ? — 
Mr. M‘ Gann’s first letter was a very short one, 
it is dated Lisburn, 3rd March 1863 : “ Dear Sir, 

I am directed by the committee who met this 
evening, to intimate to you that your letter to 
Mr. J efferson was taken into consideration, and 
as Mr. Arundell will be here to-morrow, you 
shall have a full reply by to-morrow’s post on the 
subject of the petition. Respectfully yours, 
A. M'Cann. P.S. Please inform us as to the 
tune within which the petition must be pre- 
sented.” That letter was written by Mr. M'Cann 
to me, as solicitor to the committee. 

545. Is that the first letter that you had from 
Mr. M'Cann ? — It is the first letter I find here. 

546. Have you any letter from Mr. M'Cann, 
in which he requested you to prepare a petition, 
and stated that he would endeavour to get up 
evidence in support of it, or did he write such a 
letter to you ? — I cannot tell whether he did or 
not. 

547. Is it not the fact that you were not em- 
ployed by the committee to present the petition, 



but that you were especially employed by Mr. 
M'Cann ? — That is a matter of inference. 

548. Will you be good enough to produce Mr. 
M'Cann’s first letter, if you have it? — I have no 
earlier letter here than that which I have pro- 
duced ; I have received no notice to produce any 
documents. 

549. Is this ( handing a letter to the Witness') 
your reply to Mr. M'Cann’s first letter? — This 
letter is in my handwriting. 

550. The letter is dated Gardiner-street, 4th 
March 1863, and is addressed to A. M'Cann, 
Esquire. — “ My Dear Sir, I have to return you 
my best thanks for your very valuable letter of 
the 3rd instant, and have noted its contents which 
will be very useful in the event of a petition, 
which I hope you will all make up your minds to 
present. The case appears clear, and there is no 
alternative, and all that is wanted is courage and 
pluck. Anything I can do for you, you may 
command me. I return you Lord Hertford’s 
letter. In haste, yours faithfully, J. II. Moore.” 
Then there is this postscript : — " Private. — Per- 
severe in your exertions, and note every, even the 
most trivial circumstance ; but keep all the infor- 
mation you obtain as quiet as possible, as my 
experience teaches me that many a good cause 
is lost by premature disclosure. Keep secret, 
and no talk?” — That was about a fortnight after 
I had received my instructions from the Com- 
mittee in Lisburn, and Mr. M'Cann seems to 
have profited by my advice, by keeping the 
thing secret. 

551. Will you have the goodness to look at 
this ( another letter), and say whether it is in 
your handwriting ? — It is ; this letter is headed 
“ private.” I do not know the contents of it, but 
I submit that this is not a proper course of ex- 
amination. I did not object to Mr. M'Cann’s 
letter being read, but I do object to letters 
passing between Mr. M'Cann and myself being 
brought forward in public. 

552. Who furnished the letters, copies of which" 
have been sent to the Committee? — They are 
public letters. I have not put in any of Mr. 
M'Cann’s letters to me. 

It was intimated to Mr. M'Cann that the 
Committee desired to limit the examination 
strictly to the matters referred to them by 
the House, and that they considered it un- 
necessary, at least for the present, to go into 
the question as to the relative positions of 
Mr. Moore and Mr. M'Cann. 

553. You state that there was a committee in 
existence; who convened the meeting of the 
committee at which the petition was signed ? — I 
cannot tell you, for I was not there. 

554. Do you know who composed that com- 
mittee ? — I do not know ; I do not think that 
the meeting at which the petition was signed was 
a committee meeting ; I understand it was a 
meeting of Conservative electors. 

555. Then you cannot tell who convened the 
meeting? — No, I cannot. 

556. Had the committee of which you have 
spoken, a secretary or a treasurer? — To what 
committee are you referring ? 

557. The committee that authorised you, as 
you state, to present the petition ? — They are 
named here ( referring to the Petition before pro- 
duced). If it is necessary, I will read the names 
of the parties ; it was not a committee meeting 

at 
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at all, as I understood, but a public meeting of 
Conservative electors, but who convened it I 
cannot tell. 

558. Who are your clients in this case ? — The 
persons who signed this petition. 

559. Will you state their names, if you please ? 
— “ J. Ward Coulson, David Beatty, Lucas 
Waring, William Stevenson, James S. Dawson, 
William Tumelty, Hugh Kelly, Henry Dickens, 
Jacob Bannister, Thomas M £ Closkey, John Bel- 
shaw, Thomas Dornan, William Blackburn, 
Samuel Young, George Thompson, Redmond 
Jefferson, James Allen, Thomas R. Pelan.” And 
then there is this : “ I was not at the above meet- 
ing, but I fully concur in the prayer and petition 
passed thereat. — J. Richardson.” 

560. How much money have you received 
from those parties ? — I will not answer that ques- 
tion unless the Committee desire it. 

561. Will you look at this letter of yours to 
Mr. M e Cann, dated the 19th March 1863? — That 
is my handwriting. 

562. Do you object to its being read ? — Not at 
all. 

563. The letter is dated Gardiner-street, 19th 
March 1863, and is addressed to A. M'Cann, 
Esq. “Dear sir, I well send you, I hope, a 
number of warrants down to-morrow. I wrote 
for them yesterday. Could you let me have the 
second Christian name of Mr. Barbour’s clerk. 
Brown. His first Christian name is Daniel. 
What are we to do for funds ? Nobody appears 
willing to contribute. Yours faithfully, James 
H. Moore,” Are you and Mr. Waring two of 
the sureties who signed the recognizances which 
were perfected in this case ? — I am anxious to 
know whether the Committee hold that that is 
within the terms of the reference ; the recogni- 
zance is before the House. 

564. I think it is a fair question? — We are. 

565. Are you not aware that the Conservatives 
of Lisburn have absolutely refused to take the 
slightest interest in this petition ? — The answer 
to that question is the document which I have in 
my hand — (the Petition before produced.') 

566. Is this letter in your handwriting 
{handing a letter to the Witness') ? — Yes. 

567. It is dated Gardiner-street, 25th March 



1863. “ Dear sir, I received your telegram, and 
will go down by five train to-morrow instead of 
the one, and arrive in Lisburn at nine. I have 
made this change owing to my not being able to get 
the parties together in London on Saturday, or 
until next week, so that I will devote Friday in 
taking the evidence. I enclose you a list of the 
witnesses I could wish you have for me to see 
on Friday, and let them come to me separately. 
I trust they will be got to come, and not let me 
have my journey for nothing. I confess I was 
rather surprised this morning at being handed a 
document signed by W. J. Knox and Mr. Bul- 
lick, alleging that you in my name obtained from 
them a letter to the Speaker withdrawing the 
petition. I am quite sure you have no intention 
of making any improper use of such a document, 
but I must candidly tell you that the act was a 
most improper one, and one which might involve 
very serious consequences to yourself, should it 
come before the House of Commons who are 
very jealous of any unauthorised interference. 
Such a document would be utterly useless as a 
withdrawal of the petition, for any such with- 
drawal should come through the petitioners’ 
Parliamentary agent. As was my duty, I have 
forwarded the paper received by me to our Par- 
liamentary agent, but I have at the same time 
informed him that I have no doubt that you had 
no intention in obtaining such a document of 
making any improper use of it. With respect to 
myself, personally, I must say that I feel con- 
siderable disappointment. I have treated you all 
through with confidence, relying on your zeal 
and judgment, and I think you should not have 
made any such use of my name. I will expect 
you to hand me the paper on my arrival in Lis- 
burn. Yours truly, James H. Moore.” What 
is the improper use of the document to which 
you refer in that letter ? — Presenting it to the 
Speaker. 

568. Why ? — Because, as I state there, it was 
an unauthorised interference. 

569. What was the object of your having a 
second withdrawal ?— I have already stated to the 
Committee that I prepared that document and 
the petition in duplicate. 



Mr% William Barbour, 

570. Chairman .] You are the father of the 
sitting Member for Lisburn ? — Yes. 

571. Do you recollect the 24th of March? — 
I do, well. 

572. Where were you on that day? — In Lis- 
burn market. 

573. Was any communication made to you on 
that day by Mr. Bullick, relative to the Election 
Petition against your son ? — There was a message 
delivered to me, purporting to come from Bullick 
and Knox, stating that they wished to speak to 
me, but that they did not like to be seen speaking 
to me in the public street, and that they would 
like to speak to me in the road, on my way 
home. 

574. By whom was this message brought to 
you? — By Thomas Wilson ; he is here ; I at first 
refused to have anything whatever to do with 
them. 

57 5. Who is Thomas Wilson ? — He is clerk to 
the petty sessions clerk in Lisburn. 

576. "Will you state what occurred when you saw 
0-68. J 



called in; and Examined. 

Mr. Wilson ? — I told Thomas Wilson that I would 
have nothing whatever to do with either Bullick 
or Knox ; he then went away from me, but he 
afterwards came back, and said that perhaps it 
might be as well if I did see them ; I then told 
Mr. Wilson that I would meet them on my way 
home, provided he would come with me as a 
witness to any conversation that might take place 
between us. I very shortly afterwards went 
towards home ; and at Mr. Gregg’s gate Bullick 
was standing; the path was on that side of the 
road, and he said he would rather go over to the 
other side of the x’oad, where there would be no 
chance of people passing to and fro; we then 
went across to Mr. Cosgreave’s entrance, on the 
other side of the road ; I asked him where Knox 
was, and he said he was above ; but that he was 
afraid or ashamed lo be seen speaking to me in 
public ; and that he had come down to deliver the 
message. 

577. What was the nature of his communication 
to you ? — He said he regretted very much that 
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he had had any tiling to do with the petition 
against my son ; that he was a warm-hearted man, 
and that he had been easily led to do what he had 
done ; that that could not now be helped ; but 
that he had to tell me that he had that day, with 
Knox, signed a withdrawal of the petition, and 
he wished to warn me of it, lest any use should 
be made of that withdrawal to get me trapped 
into coming to any terms that might bring harm 
either to me or to any of my family. 

578. Do you distinctly state that he told you 
he had signed a withdrawal? — Most distinctly; 
he repeated it over and over again ; he said that 
both he and Knox had signed it ; this was about 
half-past twelve o’clock in the day 

579. Had you any further communication with 
him on the subject? — Neither before nor since; 
I never spoke to him on the subject afterwards, 
nor did I send any message to him ; and I was 
quite surprised that he should have sent a mes- 
sage to me. 

580. Mr. Walpole. J What hour in the day was 
it when you saw him ? — About half-past twelve; 
I had been in a butcher’s shop; Wilson came up 



to me and said that they wanted to speak to me, 
and I told him I did not want to have anything 
to do with them, but I afterwards agreed with 
Mr. Wilson that I would see them. 

( The following Questions were put by the Chair- 
man at the request of Mr. M‘ Cann.) 

581. Had you any previous knowledge of the 
withdrawal having been signed through Mr. 
M‘Cann ? — I had no knowledge of it through 
Mr. M‘Cann, or through any one else; that was 
the first I heard of it. 

582. Did you ask Bullick if he would allow 
you to telegraph to your son that the petition 
was withdrawn ; and did he refuse to allow you 
to do so ? — Nothing of the kind occurred ; I asked 
him no such question. 

583. Did Bullick warn you not to have any- 
thing to do with the withdrawal he had signed ? 
— It was not put in that shape ; I will repeat his 
words ; he said, “ My object in calling is to cau- 
tion you, lest you be led into any trap that may 
be laid either for you or your family by the use 
of that withdrawal;” or something to that effect. 



Thomas Wilson, called in ; and Examined: 



Mr. Thomas 584. Chairman."] What are you ? — IamAssist- 
Wilson. ant Clerk to the Petty Sessions at Lisburn. 

585. Do you remember the 24th of March 

last ?-— I do ; that was the date of the withdrawal 
of the petition. 

586. Were you charged with any message to 
Mr. Barbour on that day by any persons relating 
to the withdrawal of the petition ? — Yes, a person 
named Bullick, one of the petitioners, came to the 
office where I was on that day; I was rather 
busy, it being market-day ; I was taking in- 
structions for summonses, and such things as 
that. He seemed in a very great hurry, and 
asked could I make an appointment with Mr. 
Barbour, as Knox and he wanted to see him on 
very important business. 1 said I would speak 
to Mr. Barbour ; and accordingly I did after- 
wards see Mr. Barbour ; but I should tell you 
that he appointed a certain place on Mr. Bar- 
bour’s way home at Mr. Gregg’s gate. Mr. 
Gregg’s gate and Mr. Cosgreave’s gate are close 
together, only on opposite sides of the road. He 
said that if Mr. Barbour would come, they would 
meet him there. I asked him, “ Is this a trick ?” 
because there had been so much dodging about 
Lisburn that I was afraid he wanted to get us 
into some row. Upon my saying that, he put up 
his hands and said, “ So help me God, it is no 
trick.” I said, “ Very well; I will believe you.” 
I saw Mr. Barbour a short time afterwards, 
and told him what Bullick had said ; but he re- 
fused to go, because he said he believed they 
were going to play him some trick. However, 
I said I believed Bullick was stating the truth, 
and that if he (Mr. Barbour) would go, it could 
do no harm. Mr. Barbour said that if he went, 
it must be on the condition that I would go with 
him; and I accordingly closed the office and 
went with him. 

587. Were you present at the conversation 
that, ensued? — I was, but Bullick was the only 
person who appeared. 

588. Will you have the goodness to state what 
the conversation was ? — I cannot state the exact 
words that passed, but as near as I recollect, he 



stated, during the conversation, that he had that 
morning signed a withdrawal of the petition, and 
that it was in the hands of a person named 
M'Cann ; we all knew M‘Cann very well about 
Lisburn; he said it was in the hands of M c Cann. 
Those, I think, were his words ; but he said he 
was afraid M‘Cann was going to get Mr. Barbour 
or his family into some snare or plot ; that he 
was going to use the paper he had signed for an 
improper purpose. Mr. Barbour could not very 
well understand what he meant ; at least, I think 
so ; he said, “ What do you mean;” looking round 
for Knox, and asking where Knox was. Bullick 
said that Knox was in the planting, close by, and 
that they did not want to be seen speaking to 
Mr. Barbour. Mr. Barbour said, “ What do you 
mean, Bullick?” Bullick said that he had signed 
a withdrawal that morning, and that he had no 
ill feeling against Mr. Barbour or any of his 
family, and that he had, therefore, come down to 
warn him against M'Cann. Mr. Barbour said 
that he had a queer way of showing his kindness, 
referring to his having signed a petition to unseat 
his son ; Bullick said he could not help that, but 
that he had signed a withdrawal that morning ; 
that he was too open and straightforward a fellow, 
and that, therefore, he was led into things that 
he would not otherwise do. 

589. Are you quite sure that he used the 
word “ withdrawal ” ? — I think he did ; I am 
almost certain he did ; and I will tell you why I 
have no doubt about it ; because after we came 
to the town again, and I got to the office, I 
thought I had better put down what had passed, 
for fear they should try to make use of the con- 
versation ; and accordingly, I did put down a 
memorandum of the words that had been used, as 
nearly as I could recollect ; and I put down the 
words “ withdrawal of the petition.” 

590. Have you got that memorandum? — I 
have. 

591. Have you got it here ? — I have it in my 
pocket ; I also wrote a letter afterwards to Mr. 
Kennedy, and I have brought them both ( pro- 
ducing them). 

592. Let 
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592. Let us have merely the memorandum 
which you took down at the time ; read that part 
of it which refers to Bullick stating that he had 
s io-ned a withdrawal ? — It says, “ That Knox and 
he had that morning signed a petition to with- 
draw the former petition ; ” those Avere the words 
that I put down, “but that M'Cann had posses- 
sion of it, and was going to try and get Mr. 
Barbour and his family into a plot laid for them ; 
but that he and Knox came to inform Mr. Barbour 
of it. In reply to a question put by Mr. Barbour, 
he again stated that he had signed a petition to 
withdraw. 

593. How far were you from them when this 
conversation passed ? — I was quite close. 

594. Is it possible that you could have been 
mistaken as to the purport of the conversation ? 

Quite the contrary ; I was close to Mr. Bai'- 

bour, and Mr. Barbour would not have gone 
there without me. 

595. How soon afterwards did you make the 
memorandum to which you have referred? — 
Immediately afterwards. 

596. And you went there for the puiqiose of 
being a witness to the conversation ? — Yes, be- 
cause Mr. Barbour was afraid they would get 
Tiirri to make some admission, and he would not 
have gone there if I had not urged him to go. 

( The following Questions were put by the Chairman 
at the request of Mr. M‘ Cann . ) 

597. Mr. Barbour is a magistrate, is he not? 
—Yes. 

598. You were aware that he was hard of 
hearing, were you not? — Yes. 

599. And therefore you would hear distinctly 
anything that was said to him by Mr. Bullick? — 
Yes; what was said was not said in an under- 
tone at all ; quite the contrary ; but he did seem 
a little flurried and uneasy for fear any person 
should see him. 

600. When you say he seemed a little flurried 
and uneasy, who do you mean ? — Bullick. 

601. Did you see Knox on that occasion?— 
Not there, but I saw him afterwards in the petty 
sessions office in the court-house. 

602. At what hour in the day ? — I could not 
say ; but it was not long after the conversation 
with Bullick, of which I have spoken. 

603. Will you state, if you please, what oc- 
curred between you and Knox ? — I had a con- 
versation with him something similar, and I said 



to Knox, “It is a wonder he would allow you 
to put your finger in.” I said, “ If he was going 
to withdraw the petition, why did he not with- 
draw it himself and take the credit of it ; ” and I 
asked him if he would sign another withdrawal 
if it was wanted, and so do Mr. M'Cann; that is 
what I said. 

604. What did he say to that? — He said he 
would not like to do it without seeing Bullick, 
and he left me on the distinct understanding that 
he would go and see Mr. M'Cann and try to get 
the withdrawal from him, and he said that if he 
could not, he would come back to my house that 
night and sign a withdrawal of the petition, and 
accordingly I waited in the house that night for 
him, but he never came. I should say that after 
I had seen Knox, I went down and told Mr. 
Thomas Barbour, the brother of the Member, of 
the conversation, and we felt certain that day 
that we were going to get the withdrawal 
signed. 

605. Did you understand that they came to 
Belfast for the express purpose of endeavouring 
to force that document from Mr. M : Cann, while 
at the same time they were prepared to sign 
another? — I could not say what their purpose 
was, but he left me in the evening to go and get 
the document from Mr. M‘Cann. 

606. And he told you that if they could not 
get it, they would sign another ? — He told me 
that. 

{The following Questions were put by the Chairman 
at the request of Mr. Moore.) 

607. If it has been stated by Bullick that 
Thomas Wilson, the clerk of Mr. Kennedy, on 
Saturday night, the 21st of March, came to his 
house about 7 o’clock at night, and asked him to 
withdraw his name from the petition, and that 
he (Bullick) said he would not take 100/. to do 
so, is that the fact? — I believe it is the fact; I do 
not think that that about the 100/. is the fact, 
but he said he would not take any consideration 
without the consent of his party, so as to be called 
traitor and Lundy, but he said there was to be a 
committee meeting, and he would use his influence 
to have the petition withdrawn. 

608. Did he go cn to say that if the petition 
was withdrawn through the Conservative com- 
mittee he had no objection, and did you upon 
that say “Do not mention 100/.; put a price 
upon it” ? — That is an untruth. 



Mr. Alexander M'Cann, called in ; and Examined. 



609. Mr. Walpole.~\ These two petitioners 
came to you on the 24th ? — Y es. 

610. And did they desire to have their 
notice of withdrawal returned to them? — I 
called on them with that withdrawal at Lisburn 
on that morning about 9 o’clock; Mr. Bullick, 
who was a painter and glazier, was working in 
the house of a Mr. Allen with whom I lodge, and 
I sent upstairs for him to say I wanted to speak 
to him in the parlour ; he came down ; I was 
then at my breakfast; 1 told him that I required 
him and Mr. Knox to sign another withdrawal of 
the petition, and that I would draw it out as 
soon as I had got my breakfast, and call upon 
him, after Knox had signed it, for his signature ; 
after I had got my breakfast I drew out the 
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document, and went down to Mr. Knox’s with it; 
I saw his wife and him together in the drawing- 
room ; they requested me to go up, and 1 did so ; 
and we sat down on each side of the table : I 
took out the document, and I said, “ Now, 
Mr. Knox, here is a document; it is a third 
withdrawal of this petition against Mr. Barbour, 
I think the time has come when that gentleman 
should get no further annoyance, and since the 
Conservatives of Lisburn take no interest in the 
matter whatever, and since I have suffered so 
much personal loss and inconvenience, and made 
so many enemies, I think the time has come when 
I should cease that course, and let Mr. Barbour 
remain in Parliament, as he ought to do ; ” I then 
said, showing him the withdrawal, “ Read that, if 
C 3 you 
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you please, before you sign it;” he read it over 
M Ca nn. silently to himself, his wife standing on the 
A -'l ?PP os ‘ te si(Je of the table ; and when he had read 
186 -f 11 ^ 0Ver ^ ie Sa ^’ “ That is precisely a similar 

6 ' document to what Mr. George Pelan wanted me 
to sign yesterday, which I refused;” “ Yes,” said 
I, “ but you have confidence in me ; ” “ Precisely 
so,” lie said ; I said “ Then you are aware this is 
the third withdrawal, and this you will sign at my 
request;” “Yes,” be said, and he signed it 
without the slightest degree of hesitation, and he 
expressed himself gratified and pleased at my 
former conduct ; I then retired, bidding him good 
morning, and went up to Bullick’s, in Castle- 
street ; be was at a Mr. Duncombe’s, a woollen 
draper, painting; I sent for him, and when he 
came Mr. James Vernon happened to be in the 
kitchen, or to come into it while Mr. Bullick and 
I were present; I laid down the document, and 
said “ Now, Bullick,” or “ Now, Moses, that is 
the document, or the withdrawal of the petition 
of which I spoke to you this morning.” 

611. Was this in the presence of Mr. Vernon? 
— Y es ; Mr. V ernon might not have been paying 
any particular attention to the conversation; 
but I said to Mr. Bullick, “ You had better read 
that before you sign it ;” to which he replied, “ I 
need not read it, as you explained it to me this 
morning ;” .he then signed it, and I, in the course 
of a few minutes, left the house, having to go to 
Belfast by the 11 o’clock train; there can be no 
doubt that that man perfectly understood the 
nature and meaning of the document he signed. 

612. Now go, if you please, to what took place 
at the meeting in the evening at Belfast? — I went 
to Belfast on business at 11 o’clock, and it might 
have been about eight- or nine o’clock in the even- 
ing, as near as I can recollect, that I saw them ; 

I had been to Mr. Ingram’s during the day, and 
had been out on business, and called in again pre- 
viously to my returning to Lisburn by the half- 
past nine o’clock train ; on my going in I met 
Mr. Bullick, Mr. Knox, Mr. James Dawson, the 
brother-in-law of Mr. Knox, and Mr. Segrave, 
whom I saw here to-day, and who is clerk to 
Mr. Lucas Waring ; I said, “ Halloa, gentlemen, 
what is wrong,” or words to that effect; so Mr 
Bullick got up, and they looked one at the other, 
and Mr. Bullick said, “ Will you show us that 
document which we signed this morning ?” “Not 
in this bar-room,” saicf I ; “ this is not a proper 
place to show it you in, but if you will walk up 
stairs into the drawing-room, I will show it to 
you with pleasure ;” they then went up stairs 
with me, leaving Mr. Segrave sitting in the little 
parlour ; when we got up stairs, I pulled out the 
document and read it ; I said, “ Is not that the docu- 
ment you signed this morning; there are your 
signatures to it;” they admitted it; Bullick wanted 
to have it. from me ; I said, “ No ; what did you 
give it to me for ? I decline to give it you again.” 

613. You refused, then, to give the document? 
— Yes ; then I saw him pull out a knife, and I said, 

“ Is it physical force that you are going to resort 
to to take this document from me ; what is the 
meaning of this strange conduct?” he said, “Will 
you give it to us?” “ Certainly not,” I said ; so 
when they found that I declined to give it to 
them they gave the thing up; we went down 
stairs, and we all went home together by the 
half-past nine o’clock train. 

614. Chairman.'] Why did you refuse to give 
them the document they had signed ? — Because I 
saw evidently, when I found Mr. Segrave was with 



them, that there was something I could not com- 
prehend, and I did not want to be bullied into 
compliance ; it was evidently their desire to force 
me to give up the paper. 

615. You had taken that document from them 
in the first place as their agent, had you not ? — . 
Yes. 

616. If a person signs a document, and hands 
it to you as his agent, and afterwards wishes to 
withdraw it from you, do you consider yourself 
justified in keeping it back from him ? — I thought 
it was not right to give it up to them for them to 
use in a way different from that which was in- 
tended, seeing they were under the influence of 
Mr. Segrave. 

617. When you speak of its being used in a 
way different from what was intended, do you 
mean different from what you intended, or differ- 
ent from what the persons who signed it in- 
tended ? — Of course they intended to withdraw 
the petition, and they knew perfectly well that 
it was a regular withdrawal of the petition when 
they signed it. 

618. But they were the parties who signed the 
petition, and they were the persons, surely, to 
withdraw it, were they not? — Yes. 

61 9. Did you consider yourself, as their agent, 
entitled to act directly against their wishes ? — 
Not against their wishes ; but they did not hesi- 
tate for a moment to sign the two former ones for 
me, and that was a third one. 

620. On the same day that they had signed 
that document, they came to you to get it back ? 
That was at night in Belfast. 

621. Did you consider yourself justified in 
refusing to give them back a document which 
you, as their agent, had received from them ? — 

I did, considering they were under the influence 
of a person who I knew had a bad feeling, and 
was disappointed at the petition being withdrawn; 

I believed that he had an object in view in having 
Mr. Barbour unseated; I believed that Mr. 
Segrave expected some compensation hereafter 
for any services he rendered in getting up evi- 
dence against Mr. Barbour, and therefore I felt 
justified in refusing to give up the paper at the 
instigation of a person who was acting such a 
selfish part against Mr. Barbour. 

622. What reason had you to assume that he 
was acting a selfish part against Mr. Barbour ? — 

I saw it by the- course he took in the parlour ; he 
would not speak to me; he treated me with con- 
tempt ; I saw plainly that he had t alien some 
umbrage for no cause, for we had never had the 
slightest unkind word, quite the reverse ; we 
were slightly acquainted, but not intimately ; he 
had assisted me in getting up evidence in support 
of the petition. 

623. This was on the night of the 24th of 
March ? — It was. 

624. You received on the next day, or shortly 
afterwards, a letter from Mr. Moore ?— Yes. 

625. Requesting you to return the document ? 
— Yes ; and when Mr. Moore came to Lisburn 
he never asked me for it. 

626. Mr. Walpole.] But he. asked you for it in 
that letter, did he not ? — Yes. 

627. Why did you not give it him? — Be- 
cause I did not consider that I had any right to 
do so. 

628. Had you ever any instructions from either 
of the petitioners to proceed to present a notice or 
document withdrawing the petition against the 
return of Mr. Barbour, after the night of the 

24th 
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24th of March ? — Neither to withdraw the peti- 
tion, nor the contrary. 

629. It was all silence ? — Yes ; and I still 
retained the document, and did not present it to 
the Speaker till the 15th of April. 

630. Sir William Miles.'] When did you for- 
ward it from Ireland? — I came here specially to 
do it myself. 

631. When did you deposit it ? — I think on the 
morning of the loth. 

632. The 15th of April ? — Yes ; having it all 
that time in my possession, and I never was 
asked for it by the parties. 

633. Chairman.'] Had you any communication 
with reference to that document from either of 
the parties between the 25th of March and the 
15th of April? — None whatever, except what I 
put to Mr. Knox to-day. I asked him, “ Had 
you not perfect confidence in me ?” He said, 
“ Yes.” I then asked him “Was that confidence 
abused?” and he said “No.” He told me he 
was sorry for what had occurred, and I said 
“Very well, let that be enough.” 

634. When did that occur? — Eight or 10 days 
afterwards, on the occasion of Mr. Moore coming 
to Lisburn to complete the evidence, as he 
thought, in support of the petition. 

635. Had you any communication with Mr. 
Moore at that time ? — Yes ; I had written to 
him in the meantime, and received the letter 
which has been produced here to-day ; this must 
have been about the 30th of March. 

636. Did he make no allusion to the fact of 
your not having returned the document that he 
had requested you to return ? — Not the slightest ; 
Mr. Moore knew that I had it, and the peti- 
tioners knew that I had it, and neither the one 
nor the other ever made the slightest objection 
to it. 

637. Sir William Miles.] Did not the petitioners 
ask you. to give it to them, and did not Mr. 
Moore, in his official capacity, write to you to 
demand it? — He wrote to me to say that he 
hoped I would give it up, but when he came to 
Lisburn he never asked me for it ; and when I 
explained the matter to him, he said he had per- 
fect confidence in me. 

638. If persons for whom you act as agent 
place a document which they have signed in your 
hands, and if afterwards they and their legal 
adviser on their part request that what they have 
placed in your hands as their agent may be given 
up to them, do you not, as a legal man, think 
that you are bound to give it up ? — I did not 
think that I was under Mr. Moore at all; I em- 
ployed Mr. Moore at my own expense. 

639. Mr. Walpole.] How soon were you aware 
of what they call the disclaimer? — Not until I 
got Mr. Moore’s letter, which is in evidence. 

640. That was on the 25th of March? — Yes. 

. 641. On the 26th of March you knew that the 
disclaimer had been prepared ? — Yes, I knew it 
through that letter ; I never heard of it other- 
wise. 

642. As you had a notice of withdrawal in 
your hands, which the petitioners had desired 
you to give back to them, and as you had an inti- 
mation that those same petitioners had caused to 
be prepared a document which pui-ported to be a 
disclaimer of the withdrawal of the petition, is it 
not extraordinary that, without further instruc- 
tions, you should have presented the notice of 
withdrawal ? — When I saw the document for the 
first time in the hands of the Speaker’s secretary, 
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on the morning when I presented my withdrawal, 
I felt so astonished at what I knew to be false- 
hoods — 

643. That is not an answer to my question. I 
understand you to say that on the 26th of March 
you were aware that a document had been pre- 
pared which was called a disclaimer; that is, a 
document disclaiming the withdrawal of the 
petition which you had in your possession ? — 
Yes. 

644. And you had a knowledge from the 
petitioners themselves that they wanted back 
from you their notice of withdrawal ?— Yes, I 
have said so. 

645. Both those facts were within your know- 
ledge ? — Yes. 

646. . Then I ask you this : Do you not, as a 
professional man, consider it rather an extra- 
ordinary proceeding that without taking fur- 
ther instructions you should have presented the 
notice of withdrawal, which the petitioners 
themselves had desired to have back, when you 
knew that those same petitioners had also pre- 
pared a document called a disclaimer, in order 
that the notice of withdrawal should not be 
acted upon ? — If the petitioners had come to me 
and said they wished it back, and if they had 
asked for it in a proper way, without acting under 
the influence of any selfish party, I should have 
had no hesitation it giving it up to them. 

647. I am speaking to you as a professional 
man ; and I am asking whether you do not think 
that in the ordinary course of professional 
business you ought, under the circumstances, to 
have obtained fresh instructions from the 
petitioners before you presented the notice of 
withdrawal ? — That did not occur to me. 

648. Do you not now see that the course which 
you took was rather an extraordinary one ? — Is 
it not strange that they never asked me for the 
document afterwards, when they knew that I had 
it? 

649. Chairman.] But they asked you clearly 
enough for it at the time? — They did at the 
time. 

650. Mr. Walpole.] They never counter- 
manded, as it were, the. desire which was ex- 
pressed on their part to have the document back ? 
— I say that if they had asked me for it, and if I 
had not known them to be under the influence of 
a party who was interested in pressing on the 
petition from selfish motives (I am alluding to 
Mr. Segrave and others), I would at once have 
given them up the paper ; but I saw that they 
were acting under the influence of this, man, who 
drew up this document as I understood, and I 
felt that I should not be justified in giving it up. 

651. Do you think then that, under the circum- 
stances, you were justified in presenting it to the 
House of Commons ? — W ell, sir, I was not aware 
that the disclaimer had been presented to the 
House. 

652. Sir William Miles.] But you were aware 
of the existence of the disclaimer ? — Only through 
this letter of Mr. Moore’s. 

653. You were aware that there was a dis- 
claimer pi-esented to the House of Commons ? 
— Mr. Moore’s letter alone informed me of it. 

654. But Mr. Moore was acting as the agent 
of the petitioners at the time ?— I employed Mr. 
Moore to put in the petition. 

655. Mr. Walpole. ] You are speaking now of 
the petition against the return of Mr. Barbour ; 
but Mr. Moore was, at all events, the solicitor of 

C4 the 
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the petitioners with reference to that disclaimer, 
was he not? — No, it appears not ; Mr. Waring, a 
local solicitor of Lisburn, was their solicitor for 
that purpose. 

656. But, at all events, you were not the soli- 
citor to the petitioners, with reference to the dis- 
claimer ? — No. 

657. Mr. Bonkam-Carler .] Do I understand you 
to say that the justification, in your mind,for retain- 
ing this withdrawal was that you were the active 
party in presenting the petition in the first in- 
stance ? — I considered that I had a perfect right 
to act as I did, from my having been the cause of 
the petition being presented, and from the evi- 
dence, up to a certain extent, having been got up 
by me ; and then, when the time came that I saw 
I could not, without serious loss to myself, go on 
successfully in getting up evidence, I felt that the 
time had arrived for giving up the petition. 

658. Then you considered yourself to be the 
agent of these petitioners, who had consented at 
your request to sign the petition? — Decidedly. 

659. So that you were the moving party and 
they were not? — Yes. 

660. That is your justification? — Yes. 

661. Sir Francis Bating .] How did the petition 
originate ; did it originate in a public meeting ? — 
It was a kind of public meeting : there were per- 
haps, as nearly as I can recollect, some 20 or 25 
persons present. 

662. And were there resolutions passed at that 
meeting ? — Indeed there were not. Mr. Moore 
came down with the petition in his pocket, at my 
request, in consequence of my letter written on 
the 3rd of March, and with the recognisances and 
the two withdrawals, all ready to be signed by 
the two petitioners. 

663. Was there any explanation given at that 
time to the meeting, that those withdrawals, 
which were then signed, were not to be used 
without further instructions? — They were not 
named on that occasion at all ; I never heard of 
their being named in that Committee at all ; it 
was on the occasion of the next morning that Mr. 
M oore asked me to go down and get the parties 
to sign them, which I did. 

664. Was there no explanation whatever given 
at that meeting ? — To my knowledge, decidedly 
not. 

665. Were the two petitioners present at that 
meeting? — They were : and I refused to allow 
Mr. Bulliclc to sign the petition for a length of 
time, because I had known that he was rather of 
an unsteady disposition, and was in the habit of 
taking drink. I would rather have had some 
other person sign it as a more steady person, and 
therefore I prevented him for a considerable 
time. 

666. Did you suppose that you were acting on 
behalf of this kind of public meeting? — Yes. 

667. Did you receive from that kind of 
public meeting, or from anybody on their 
authority, power to withdraw the petition? — In 
fact, after that petition was presented, the so- 
called meeting of Conservatives of Lisburn re- 
fused to take the slightest interest in the petition, 
stating in effect that they wished the petition to 
be withdrawn, and that Mr. Barbour should be 
allowed to remain in Parliament. 

668. Did they resign the petition, and leave 
the matter in your hands entirely? — Yes ; the 
whole conduct of the petition and the getting-up 
of the evidence was left entirely to me ; and on 
Mr. Moore’s visit to me after the 25th of' March, 



to complete the evidence, he told me that, of 
course, without me he could not go on with the 
matter. 

669. Except by this withdrawal, which was 
obtained under the circumstances which have 
been disclosed before the Committee, you received 
no power from anybody whatever to withdraw 
the petition? — No, because in fact the Committee 
took no interest in it whatever. The fact is that 
there is no Committee in existence ; that is the 
plain fact. 

670. Mr. Walpole.'] I think you have said that 
you addressed your letter to the Speaker on the 
15th of April ? — I think so. 

671. Had the disclaimer been addressed to the 
Speaker at that time or not ? — I found then, for 
the first time, that it had been sent in three weeks 
before that. 

672. Did you find that out before you ad- 
dressed your letter to the Speaker ? — 1 did not 
indeed ; it was after that that I knew the dis- 
claimer had been sent in. 

673. Then you addressed that letter to the 
Speaker, in ignorance of the fact that the dis- 
claimer had been sent in ? — Entirely so. 

674. You presented the notice of withdrawal, 
I suppose, under the 8th section of the Act of 
the 11th and 12th of Victoria ? — Yes. 

675. I see by that section it is provided, “That 
the petitioner may, at any time after the present- 
ation hereof, withdraw the same, upon giving 
notice in writing under his hand, or under the 
hand of his agent, to the Speaker, and also to the 
Sitting Member or his agent, and also to any 
party who may have been admitted to oppose the 
prayer of such petition, that it is not intended to 
proceed with the petition.” Did you send any 
notice of withdrawal to the Sitting Member, at 
the same time as you sent it to the Speaker? — 
No, I did not. 

676. Then your notice was simply to the 
Speaker of the House of Commons? — Yes, I 
thought that was sufficient. 

( The following questions were put by the Chairman 
at the request of Mr. Moore.') 

677. Did you receive any offer, equivalent to 
an offer of a sum of 5,000 1., from Mr. Barbour 
if you would withdraw the petition ? — Indeed, I 
never did. 

678. Nor any other offer? — Nor any other 
offer; and if it had been made, I would have 
refused it. 

679. Did you write stating that you had ? — I 
did. 

680. Mr. Walpole (to Mr. Moore}.] Were 
you the agent in regard to what is called the dis- 
claimer which was lodged in the Blouse of Com- 
mons ? — Yes. 

681. When was it lodged there ? — I forwarded 
it to my Parliamentary agents on the 25th of 
March; that was on the day I received it. 

682. I want to know if you can tell me (or, if 
not, who is the Parliamentary agent who can 
tell me, when the disclaimer was lodged in the 
House of Commons ? 

Mr. Spofforth.] Mr. Moore forwarded it 
to me, and I took it to the Speaker as soon as 
I received it. 

Mr. Walpole.] Was that on the 26th? 

Mr. Spofforth.] On the 26th I took it to 
the Speaker’s secretary’s loom. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Walpole.] Was any notice sent to 
Mr. M'Cann that that disclaimer was 
lodged ? 

Mr. Spofforth.] No, not by me. 

Mr. Walpole.] You have no reason to 
think that Mr. M‘Cann was informed that 
the disclaimer had been lodged ? 

Mr. Spofforth.] No. I thought that if the 
withdrawal of the petition got into the hands 
of the Speaker, the petition would be gone. 



and that it was my duty to prevent that by 
sending in the disclaimer. 

Mr. Walpole.'] But you did not give notice 
to Mr. M‘Cann that you had lodged the 
disclaimer ? 

Mr. Spofforth.] No, I did not. 

683. Mr. Walpole (to Mr. Moore].] Did you 
give any notice to Mr. M c Cann that the disclaimer 
had been actually lodged ? — No, I did not consider 
it necessary. 



Mr. A. 
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Mercurii, 6° Die Maii, 1863. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Sir Francis Baring. 

Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Bonham-Carter. 

The Right Honourable H. A. HERBERT, in the Chair. 



Mr. Walpole. 

Mr. Ker Seymer. 



Mrs. Mary Jane Knox, called in; and Examined. 



Mrs. 684. Chairman.'] You are the wife of William 
M. J. Knox. John Knox, of Lisburn? — Yes. 

685. Were you present on the 24th of March 

sg April last, when Mr. M‘Cann brought your husband a 
1863. document to sign ? — Yes, I opened the door for 
him. 

686. Were you present when he signed it? — 
Yes, I was. 

687 . Did any conversation pass between them 
as to the nature of the document that your hus- 
band signed ? — None whatever ; only for further 
evidence. 

688. Will you have the goodness to state to 
the Committee, as shortly as you can, exactly 
what happened during that interview? — Mr. 
M'Cann came in and said that he had had a letter 
from Mr. Moore that morning, stating that he 
wanted further evidence, and he pulled out a lot 
of papers and threw them on the table, and he 
said to my husband : “ William, put your name 
to that,” and showed him where to write his 
name. I was standing at this end of the table 
( describing the position ), and what I am telling you 
happened at this end, and it was momentary ; he 
put it into his pocket, into his breast pocket again, 
and he said now he was in a position to show Mr. 
Barbour how to tamper with him or his principles, 
for that, through their agents, yesterday he was 
bid 5,000 l., and he would learn them how to 
tamper with him or his principles, and that he 
would take their handwriting, and he would then 
show some bribery, and get Mr. Barbour four 
years’ imprisonment ; those were the words he 
used ; and when I heard that said I did not know 
where I was standing, and I said : “ Mr. M‘Cann, 
you will get yourself shot,” and he told me not to 
be frightened, and I said many a one was shot for 
less than that ; and he said a million of money 
would not purchase him, and he would not turn 
himself round, but he would show the Conserva- 
tives of Lisburn what he was. 

689. Were you present during the whole time 
he was in the house ? — I was, and I opened the 
door to him ; my husband was dressing when he 
came to the house, and lie did not wait to finish 
his dressing, but put on his coat, and came out, 
and nil-. M'Cann said it would be another link in 
the chain for further evidence, and that he had a 
letter to send by mid-day post to Mr. Moore, as 
lie had a letter one time in the day, and Mr. 
Moore another. 

690. Did 



690. Did your husband ask him to tell him 
what was in the paper ? — No, he never did ; but 
unfortunately I said to my husband, seeing that 
Mr. M'Cann was in a hurry, “Mr. M“Canu 
would not bid you do what was wrong,” and that 
is where I was in fault. I never heard what 
was in the paper, nor anything further than that; 
but that same evening Mr. Barbour called on me 
with another paper for my husband to sign ( Mr . 

Barbour the present Member’s brother); he asked 

for my husband, and I did not know him, and I 
asked him was it pai-ticular, and he said yes, it 
was very particular, and I asked him his name, if 
he pleased, and he said he was Mr. Barbour’s 
brother ; and I said, “ Sir, it is something about 
the petition, and if it is for my husband to take 
his name from it, he will not do it.” 

691. Did anything more pass in the mornino- ? 

— No. ° 

692. Nothing more passed between Mr. 
M'Cann and your husband?— No, nothing more. 
He did not see him during that day ; but I told 
my husband when that happened, to see if Mr. 
M‘Cann had authority for that paper. 

( The folloioing Questions were put by the 
Chairman to the Witness, at the request 
of Mr. MCann.) 1 

693. Did not Mr. M‘Cann, when he went 
into the drawing-room, tell your husband in 
your presence, that the document he tendered to 
him for his signature was a withdrawal of the 
petition, and did he not ask him to read it 
previous to signing it ? — No, he did not. 

694. Did not your husband read that docu- 
ment in your presence quietly and silently over 
to himself at the corner of the table before he 
signed it? No ; if he had had six eyes he could 
not have done it. Mr. M'Cann said, “ Write 
your name there.” It was done momentarily. 

695. Do not you kuow that your husband took 
at least six or eight minutes to read the document 
over, and did not Mr. M‘Cann tell him expressly 
that it was a withdrawal of the petition ; and did 
he not read it over, and then sign it without the 
slightest hesitation ?— No, he did not read it. 

696. When the document was read over by 
your husband, did you not congratulate Mr. 
M‘Cann, and say “ Thank God, we have one 
manly man in Lisburn ”?■ — No ; I never said the 
words. 

697. On 
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697. On that occasion, did not your husband 
say before he signed the paper, that Mr. George 
Phelan had presented him with another document 
yesterday, which he had refused to sign for him ? 
— No, he did not. 

698 Sir Francis Baring . ] What time was it 
when you saw Mr. Barbour’s brother ? — I should 
say between 15 and 20 minutes past six in the 
evening. 



699. The same day ? — Yes, the same evening. 

700. At what time did your husband go to 
Belfast? — I think by the six o’clock train. It 
was in the evening. 

701. Was this before your husband left or 
after? — It was after my husband left, for Mr. 
Barbour asked me was not my husband there 20 
minutes ago, and I said he was there a short time 
ago, and he insisted on me getting my husband. 



Mr. James Vernon, called in; and Examined. 



702. Chairman .] Were you present on the 
24th of March last, when Mr. M £ Cann came to 
obtain a signature to a document from Moses 
Bullick ? — Yes. 

703. You were actually present ? — I was pre- 
sent. 

704. What time in the morning was this? — 
I think about 10 o’clock, as nearly as I can 
recollect. 

705. In what place was it? — In Mr. Bullick’s 
own dwelling-house. 

706. Were you there when first M £ Cann came 
in? — Mr. M'Cann was in before me; but I 
could not say how long. When I went in they 
were in conversation, and seeing them in conver- 
sation I wanted to leave ; but Mr. M'Cann told 
me not to go, for there was nothing particular 
that he cared for, and he turned to Bullick ; and, 
I am not particular as to the words he said, but I 
know “ Knox ” was in the words ; as much as he 
had been with Knox ; I took it so ; and then 
they both turned and went to a table, and he 
took a paper. I suppose he took it from his 
pocket ; but I did not see where he took it from, 
and he it unfolded on the table, and reached Mr. 
Bullick a pen, and Mr. Bullick wrote on the 
paper ; and when he wrote, he said, “ You need 
not be afraid. You see Mr. Knox’s name before 
yours.” And at the time he was writing, he 
said, ££ This will enable me to procure stronger 
evidence and he took a little bit of paper. 

707. Did you hear any conversation between 
them on the subject of the paper? — No; I recol- 
lect no conversation in reference to the paper, 
only it was to gain evidence. That was the 
principal word I heard with reference to the 
paper ; and he folded the paper, and put it, I 
think, in his pocket, and. they both left together. 

708. They both left the house? — Yes. 

( The folloioing Questions were put by the 
Chairman at the request of Mr. M‘ Cann.') 

709. Did not Mr. M‘Cann tell Bullick that 
the paper was the withdrawal of which he had 



spoken to him the morning previously ? — No ; 
the word “ withdrawal ” was never mentioned in 
my hearing. 

710. Did not Mr. M £ Cann ask Bullick to read 
the document before he signed it? — No; and the 
word read was never mentioned. 

711. Are you sure of that? — Quite positive. 

712. Did you hear Bullick say that he need 
not read it, as Mr. M'Cann had explained it to 
him before breakfast that morning? — No; Ido 
not remember his saying that Mr. M £ Cann had 
explained the paper. When I went in, I saw Mr. 
Bullick seemed to be in rather a confused way as 
if he was not satisfied, and then Mr. M £ Cann 
returned an answer to him as much as to satisfy 
him that he had been with Mr. Knox before, but 
what his words were I could not state particularly. 

713. Do you recollect saying to Mr. M'Cann, 
after the document was signed by Bullick, “ Mr. 
M'Cann are you going to withdraw the peti- 
tion ” ? — I am positively of opinion that if the 
word ££ withdrawal ” had been used, I should 
have hindered Mr. Bullick from saying it, I had 
such influence over him. 

714. You did not repeat those words on that 
occasion ? — No. 

715. Did Mr. M £ Cann reply to that question, 
££ It depends upon circumstances ” ? — I think 
not. 

716. Mr, Bonham Carter. ] Do you understand 
what is the meaning of a withdrawal of a peti- 
tion? — What I understood by a withdrawal of 
the petition was to have done with what they 
were at. 

717. Was anything said by Mr. M £ Cann at 
that time which could lead Mr. Bullick to suppose 
that the petition was to be done away with by 
what he was then signing ? — Nothing that I ever 
knew or heard ; it might have been, but not to 
my knowledge. 

718. Chairman.'] Might not Mr. M £ Cann have 
said to Mr. Bullick ££ That is the withdrawal of 
the petition of which I spoke to you this morn- 
ing,” before you came into the kitchen at all ? — 
I cannot say for that. 
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